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ABSTRACT 

A major purpose of the 1972-73 evaluation of 
school -based Right to Read sites was to provide a comprehensive 
description of the reading program at each school. Volume 3 (parts 1, 
2, and 3) describes reading programs in terms of school, student, and 
teacher characteristics. Additionally, all program variables that 
characterized each site are reported. Where appropriate, these 
variables are described in terms of the extent to which each site 
included them, and an assessment of their contribution to the success 
of the program is indicated. Data found in each school-based site 
self-evaluation are used extensively in volume 3. Section J reports 
information related to major outcomes identified in the 
self-evaluations. These are objectives and degree of fulfillment, 
major findings. , and recommendations. Information in this volume is 
provided in out?.ine form. Program characteristics are accompanied by 
statistics that reflect total school information. The Right to Read 
Program at each school receives a description of approximately twenty 
pages. (WR) 
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INDIVIDUAL SITE ASSESSMENTS 



:hooI-based Right 
>tion of the reading 



A major purpose of the 1972-73 evaluation of s 
to Read sites was to provide a comprehensive descri 
program at each school. Volume III (Parts I, 2, ancj 3) describes 
reading program in terms of school, student, and teacher character- 
istics. Additionally, all program variables that characterize each site 
are reported here. Where appropriate, these variables are described in 
terms of the extent to which each site included them and an assessment of 
their contribution to the success of the program is indicated. 

The Right to Read Office also required each school-based site par- 
ticipating in CRI's assessment to conduct an evaluation of its own project. 
In conjunction with the Right to Read Office, CRI developed an outline (in- 
cluded in Appendix B) to guide each s^ite in this self -evaluation and to 
assure the assessment and reporting of critical program components that 
would not otherwise be included in this Final Report due to lack of infor- 
mation. 

Data found in the self-evaluations are used extensively in Volume III. 
Section J. reports information related to major outcomes identified in 
the self -evaluations. These are Objectives and Degree of Fulfillmenti 
Major Findings, and Recommendations. 

For reader ease and to include a maximum number of data as con- 
cisely as possible, information in this volume is provided in outline forrr.. 
Program characteristics are accompanied by statistics that reflect total- 
school information. A description of the Right to Read Program at each 
school requires approximately twenty pages using this format. Colored 
dividers, separating each school from the preceding one, contain the 
code number of the school being described in the following pages. Al- 
though information is provided to indicate the general location of each 
school, full identification of the schools in this sample is possible only 
by means of the key CRI has provided the Right to Read Office. 



School: 0101 
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INDIVIDUAL SITE ASSESSMENT 



School: 0101 



Grades; i-5 



S chool Charac!<iristics 

A B C^^ D E F 

1. Geographic Uepjion | } { x j | | ) 

estates In this region are: Alabama, Florida, Georgia, 
Kentucky, Louisiana, Mississippi, North Carolina, South 
Carolina^ Tennessee 

2, Urban- Rural Index 



Urban 


Suburban 


Rural 










X 



3. Student Popula t ion ( Total School) 

• Total Reported Enrollment 383 

• Total Students in Each Grade Level 

Grade No. of Students Grade No. of Students 



K 7 

1 75 8 

2 75 9 

3 78 10 

4 92 11 

5 63 12 

6 

£;tudent Ethnicity (Total School) 



Percent 



American Indian 

Asian 

Black 

Mexican American 
Puerto Rican 

White 83 
Other 

I 



1 



Right to Read Student Characteristics 



1. Amount of Time in Program: 1972-7:^ School Year 

2. Number of Right to Read Students in Each Grade Level 
and Ethnic Breakdown 



Grade 


Total 
No. of 
Students 


^ » 

Percent { 


American 
Indian 


Black 


Mexican 
American 


Asian 
American 


Puerto 
Rican 


White 


Other 


K 


















1 


75 




16 








84 




2 


75 




11 








89 




3 


78 




18 








82 


'1 


4 


92 




16 








84 




5 


63 




22 








78 


i 


6 












' — - 






7 
















f 

1 

t 


8 
















— 1 


9 


















10 


! 














11 


















12 









— 








































































1 
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3. 



RcadinR Gains for 1972-73 ScIjooI Ycar^:^ 
(soo VoL if, V, A for detailed report) 



6 



Grade LeveX 
(includes only levels 
for vvliich data were 
reported) 



Mean G aiti pur Moi itli St. Dev, 



Overall Mean Gain for School 2. Q 

(means adjusted for differing class sizes) 

Name of Standardized CAT, Slosson Oral 
Testis) Used . 



1 




1. 7 


2 


2. 0 


0.8 


3 


J. 4 


1.2 


4 


1.9 


1.4 


5 


1.6 


1. 1 


6 







1.4 



C. 



• 

0 



Right to Road Teacher Characteristics 

• Total Number Reported \~y 

# Ago 



Mean Range 



• No. Years Teaching Experience ( 13 vi >s, 12-32 yrs. 

Male Female 

0 Sex No. 

Percent 



, 0 




. 7 


, ... 0. _ 




100 



Ethnicity 


Amrind Asian Black 


Mexican Puerto 
Aimer Rican 


White Other 


No 
hicUcation 


No. 


1 




3 






3 






Percent 


14 




43 






43 







Degi'ee 

Area of 
Degree 



Job Title 



BA or BS MA or MS 
No. I 6 



T 



PhD 



Other No Indication 



No. 



Human- Fine No Indi. 

Educ Soc Sci itics Arts PhysSci Math Other cation 

■ ZZ3 



nc 



I 



Read Reading Bilingual Multi No 
Spec Teacher Spec S ubject Other Indication 



Residential Mq, 
Index 



Inner City Urban Subur ban Rural No Indication 

1 ^ 1 4 1 inzzzz] 



Total number of classes for which achievement data were reported: 



18 
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o Teacher Attitude Tov/ard Right To Read Features 

(figures indicate number of teachers responding) No Indicn- 

EffectiveneKH - J''''? ^/ .^^^ 
. Included 





vr* i»1 1 ^»nf■ 




/lacqutf.re 


Poor 


Very Po o r 


in Program 


Parent Involve- 
ment 




6 








1 


In-service 
Training 


5 


1 


1 








Reading 
Specialist 


2 


? 






1 


1 


Instructional 
Materials 


3 


3 


1 









No: of 
Teachers: 



• Teacher Preference Regarding Continuing ^o 
Teach in Right To Read Program next year: 

Yes 

Yes, if changes are made 
Questionable 
No 

No Response 
Identification of Project Director 

District Reading Reading Classroom No Title 

Supt> Principal Specialist Teacher Teacher Other Indicated 
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E. Effectiveness of Right To Read Materials 

• Program Planning Procedure 
(PPP) 



Very Not No 

Useful Useful Useful Indication 



(A document with charts guiding the school in such areas as 
parent involvement, identification and prioritizing of student 
needs and objectives, identification of basic reading approaches, 
materials, and program organizations. Also supplied information 
on redirection of existing resources to support the new program^ 

Ways in which PPP was used in program: 



Structuring 
and Planning 


Identification of Identification Listing Ongoing No 
Student/Teacher Needs of Objectives Priorities Eval. TnHi,>aM,.n 


X 




X 


X 







Very 



Not No 



(S a.id RC) 









X 



(A document with charts guiding the school in community involve 
ment during planning of activities, and liaison with surroundinc 
schools and Right to Read, Washington, D. C.) 

Ways in which S and RC was used: 

Program Student/Teacher Task Display Reference 

Planning Needs Assessment Assignments Program Progress Sour" 



Forecast Information No 
Outcomes Dissemination Indication 
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F. Technical Assistant Utilization 



• Rating of Helpfulness: 


Very 




Not 


No 


Helpful 


Helpful 


Helpful 


Indication 










X 



Technical Assistant Activities: 



1. Program planning 

2, Program implementation 

3« Interpret Right to Read 
planning materials 

4. Work on the Unit Task Force 

5. Develop Work Statement/ 
Proposal 

6. Develop or identify 
curriculum materials 

7« Needs assessment 

8, Diagnosis/prescription 

9. Identify objectives 
10. Staff development 



11. Identify alternate approaches 

12. Develop team teaching 
13« Observe classes 

14. Advise on parental 
involvement 

15. Recommend consultants 

16. Budget planning 

17. Evaluation 

18. Liaison with Right to Read, 
Washington, D«C. 

19* Plan for 1973-^74 program 

20. No indication of activity 
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(A document with charts euidintr thf, e;,K«^i I , ~- 

parent involvement idlnHfri^M « } ^^^^ ^'^^^ as 

needs and ob7e?twls idTn « "h^^ prioritising of student 

materiaU^aniVogramo^^^^^^^^ 

on redirection of existing SSlr^/e^^Vo s1;';^:r?hn^;U"XS 
Ways in which PPP was used in program: 



X 



X 



{S and RC) 



Very 
Useful 


Useful 


Not 
Usdful 


No 

Indication 




1 




> 1 



ment duHng pUnnin^ ofa'cUv con^munity involv. 

schools and Right toVad! Washt^^ol C.} ^"^'^^""ding 
Ways in which S and RC was used: 
Program Student/Teacher Task ns. i 

^l!!!!:^;!!!!!^!^^^ prJ^llL p,og„„ i^r" 



Forecast rnformatlon No 
Outcome s Di s sennination Indication 



^* Technical Assistant rjtiUzattari 

• Rating of Helpfulness; Very ^ Not No 

Helpful Helpful Helpful Indication 



Technical Assistant Activities: 



1. Program planning 

2* Program implementation 

3. Interpret Right to Read 
planning: materials 

4. Work on the Unit Task Force 

5. Develop Work Statement/ 
Proposal 

6. Develop or identify 
curriculum materials 

r 7» Needs assessment 

8, Diagnosis/pre scrlptlon 

9« Identify objectives 

iO» Staff development 



1 1 . Ide ht Ify alt e r nat e app r o ac he s 

i2i Develop team teaching 

13* Observe classes 

Hi Advise on parental 
Involvement 

IS* Recommend consultants 

16* Budget planning 

17, Evaluation 

18, Liaison with Right to Read, 
Washington^ D»G» 

19, Plan for 1773-74 program 

20, No indication of activity 
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Parent Involvement 



* Extent of 

Involvement 



• Activities: 

1. Unit Task Force 

2. Program planning 

3. Program implementation 

4. Develop materials 

5. Purchase /repair materials 

6. Aldes^ tutors, volunteers 
7* Advisory council 

8. Workshops , conf e rence s 



X 



High 


Medium 


Low 


Nd Indication 


X 









Ji^ Rea d ing is t'uttdamehtal 

10. PTA,, open house* other 
traditional meetings 

lU Supplernentary activities 

12. Commtmity relations 

13. Information dissemination 

14. No indication 



X 



X 



* FRir 



Teacher Aides 

Percentage of Teachers Reporting Aides 

# Worked in classrooms ^ 

# Were paid 

# Were: Parein 

Student dacher 

Community organisation xYiember 

High school student 

Other 

# Average number of hours aides worked 
per semester 

e Types of Activities Performed: 

Tutoring stu4ent 8 

Marking tests 

Distributing materials 

Working in small and large groups 

Preparing materials 

Liaison with parents and other outside personnel 
Bus monitoring 

Supervising recreational activities in or outside 
class 

Classroom maintenance 

Supervising field trip;: ' 

Other ♦ 



100^ 



89^0 



Hi 



44% 



426 



X 
X 



Teacher rating of aides* effectiveness (figures' indicate number 
of teachers reporting data) 



Very 






Very 


Effective 


Effective 


Ineffective 


Ineffective 


8 






1 



8 



1. Program Characteristics 



1 • Inservice Training ; 

e Individuals responsible for training: 
Consultants 

Technical Assistant Team (TAT) metnbers 
Project director 
Reading specialist 
Classroom teacher 
No indication 

• Individuals trained: 

Reading specialist/teacher 

Classroom teachers 

Other staff 

Paraprofe s sionals 

Parents 

No indication 



# Training areas* 

Learning theory 

Student background and self 
concept 

Language development 

Motor and perceptual skills 

Right to Read Program 

Diagnostic/ prescriptive 
approach 



Instructional approach 

Instructional materials 

Teaching techniques 

Classroom organization and 
management 

Evaluation 

No indication 



X 
X 



I erIc 



# Training Methods: 



Group or individual meetings, seminars, workshops, 
conferences 

School visitations, demonstration teaching, classroom 
observations 

University courses 

Videotaping, audio-visuals, multi-media 
No indication 



Unit Task Force Activities 
Planning Phase 

# Rating of helpfulness: Very Not No 

Helpful Helpful Helpful Indication 



UTF Members: 



Consultants 

Administrators 

Reading specialist 

Teachers 

Parents 

Others 

No indication 



Frequency of meetings: 



Very 






No 


Frequent 


Frequent 


Infrequent 


Indication 




X 
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• Types o£ Activities: 



Meet with TATs 

Develop proposal or work 
statement 

Weeds assessment 

Develop diagnostic /prescriptive 
approach 

Identify objectives 
Gather data 
Complete PPP 



Develop materials 
Inservice training 
Budget 

Information dissemination 
Develop tests 
Evaluation 
No indication 



Implementation Phase 

• Rating of Helpfulness: 



Very 




Not 


No 


Helpful 


Helpful 


Helpful 


Indication 


X 









UTF members: 



Consultants 

Administrators 

Reading specialist 

Teachers 

Parents 

Others 

No indication 



Frequency of Meetings: 



Very 

Frequent Frequent 



No 

Infrequent Indication 



• Types of Activities: 



Meet with TAT$ /consultants 

Develop criteria for student 
Selection or placement 

Student diagnosis 

Identify tutors 

Inservlce tr^iining 

Develop community involvement 
activities 



Status and reporting activities 

Record progress 

Serve on special committees 

Review program progress 

Information dissemination 

Evaluation 

No indication 



3. Components of Diagnostic /Prescriptive Approach: 



tndividuali^ed prescription 
Identification o£ student skill levels 
Teacher observation 
Contracts 

Individualized instruction 
Progress checklists 
Testing 

Review case histories 
Staff conferences 
Student/teacher conferences 



X 
X 



X 
X 



Supplementary materials 
Games, manipulative s 
Audio- Visual, Multimedia 
Commercially made programs 
Student grouping 
Special classes 
Skill sessions 
Field trips 

Reading/language center 
Reading specialist! tutors 
Language experience approach 
Basal text instruction 
No indication 



4. 



Program Location:* 



Reading is taught as a separate subject 

Reading is taught indirectly 
through other subject matter 

Special assistance is provided outside the 
classroom for students in special need of 
reading help 

No indication 



Mean Number of 
Semester Hours 
Reported per Class 



184 



90 



5/ 



Studant/Teacher Organization; 



Single teacher •-multi-subjects 

Reading specialist (responsible for more 
than one class) 

Team teachers 

Students doing cross-age teaching 

Tutor^specialist 

Tutor -aide 

Other 

No indication 



Mean Number of 
Semester Hours 
Reported per Class 



61 



85 



289 



126 



6. 



Student Organization: 



Individualized reading instruction 
Small groups (5 or fewer students) 
Large groups (6 or more students) 
No indication 



Mean Number of 
Semester Hours 
Reported per Class 



105 



72 



-'Information on items four through ten was obtained by asking teachers to report 
ort each class they taught. Total number of classes for which data were reported: 



13 



7i Classroom Language (All Classes Combined)* 



Standard English 
Non**Standard English 
Spanish 
French 

American Indian 
language or dialect 

Japanese 
No indication 



Language of Instruction Native I-»anguage of Students 
(% of Time Language (% of Students Speaking 
Used) , Language ) 



100% 



98% 



1 



8. 



Reading Approach: 



Mean Number of 
Semester Hours 
Reported per Class 



Meaning emphasis 
Code emphasis 
Linguistics 
Modified alphabet 
Responsive environment 
Programmed learning 
Individualized reading 
Language experience 
Eclectic or teacher* s own 
Othe r 

No indication 



10 



0 



14 



9. 



Techntquos Used for Reading Incittuction: 



Machine « based programtned 
Instruction 

Other programmed indt ruction 
Gaming/simulation 

Inatructlonal TV 
Interactive media 
Intensive involvement 
Discussion groups 
Demonstration - performance 
Lecture 
Contracts 

Use of supplementary materials 
Other 

No indication 



Mean Number of 
Semester Hours 
Reported per Class 



8 



55 



36 



23 



21 



32 



15 




classroom Evaluation Procedures: 



Diagnostic reading tests are used with most or 
all students to determine individual reading needs . 

The teacher has formulated or* selected 
specific objectives for each student. 

The teacher has formulated or selected 
specific objectives for the entire class. 

The teacher has developed or identified an 
instrument for measuring attitudes toward reading, 

The teacher has developed or identified an 
instrument for measuring attitudes toward 
reading for the entire cla$$, 

PeWormance of students is measured in 
terms of objectives Set for each individual. 

Performance of students is measured in 
terms of objectives set for the entire class. 

Visible records are kept of class performance. 

Records of each student's performance are kept 
with respect to each objective. 

Students are kept informed of their progress. 
Students are involved in self- evaluation. 
Parents are informed of students* progress « 
No indication 



Number of 
Classrooms 
in Which 
Procedure 
Used 



0 
9 



7 
9 



Total Funding for 1972-73 school year: $40> OOP 



16 



IsSi 



J. 



\^!^?^^J}^ P'^P^^^^ REPORTED IN 



1. 



Project O bjoctives and Detfree of Accomplishment « 




STUDENT 
Student Attitude 


X 


X 








Student Behavior 












Student Reading Achievement 


X 


X 








Reading. Related Skills 


X 


X 








TEACHER 
Teacher Competency 












Teacher Attitude 












Teacher Behavior 












PARENT/COMMUNITY 










Parent/Community 
Involvement 


Parent Attitude 












PROGRAM 
Information Dissemination 












Individualization of 
instruction 












Innovations 












Inservlce Training 












Additional Materials, 
Services or Personnel 













<«Sites may have indicated program success under "Program Objectives 
and Degree of Accomplishment" or under "Major Findings". The 
reader should refer to both sections for a complete understanding of 
how successful the program was according to data in the self-evaluation. 
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2. Major Findings^ 



Major Area 




STUDENT 
Reading Achievement 


X 






Reading -Related Skills 








oocial oKuld 








Attitude 








TEACHER ; . 
Competency 


X 


. 




Attitude 


X 






Teacher-Student Relations 








Teacher-Staff Relations 








PARENT/COMMUNITY 
Support 








Involvement 








PROGRAM 
Success of Inservice Trainin;; 








PrOKram Flexibility 








Helpfulness of Technical Assistance 









Significant Changes in Reading 
Approach 








Individualization of Instruction 








Value of Assistance from 
Aides /Volunteeirs 









SITE DID NOT CLEARLY STATE FINDINGS 



«Sites may have indicated program success under '•Major Findings" or 
under *'Prograrn Objectives and Degree of Accomplishment", The 
reader should refer to both sections for a complete understanding of 
how successful the program was according to data in the self-evaluation. 
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3 • Program Recommendations 

kecdmmendatlons contained within the self-evaluation reports 
were categorized into the areas listed below. An "X" indicates that 
the site made a recommendation with regard to that particular area* 

More emphasis on reading-^related skills 
^ Increased emphasis on improving student achievement 
Increased emphasis on improving student attitude 
^^^^ More remedial help 

^^^^ Increased effort to involve parents /community 
Increased school^- parent communications 
More staff training 

More emphasis on diaghostic^prescripUve approach 

More emphasis on individualissation of instruction 

Expand program within school/ school district 

^ .-^ . More materials/equipment/personnel 

^ Increased emphasis on improving teacher competency 

Increased emphasis on improving teacher attitude 

Improved evaluation techniques 

Re-definition of needs 

Improved communication with HEW 
_ Continued funding 

SITE DID NOT CLEARLY STATE RECOMMENDATIONS X 



19 



School; 0201 
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INDIVIPUal site ASSESSKiENT 

School; 0201 

Qyados '. K-8 . 

School Characteristics 

T~ ~~ ■ AB C D E F* 

1. Goographtc Region | | | | | j x 1 

»8«States In this region are: Alaska, Idaho, Guam, Nevada, 
Oregon, Washington 

2. Urban- Rural Index 

Urban Suburban _ Rural 
I I j I X 

3. Student Population (Total School) 

• Total Reported Enrollment 802 

• Total Students in JEach Grade Level 

Gt'ftde No. of Students Grade No. of Stude nts 

K 72 7 74 

1 83 8 125 

2 86 9 , 

2 86 10 

«7 11 

5 97 12 

6 92 

• Student Ethnicity (Total School) 

Percent 

American Indian 
Asian 
Black 

Mexican American 
Puerto Rican 
White 
Other 



11 
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B, Right to Read Student Characteyiatics 



1. Amount of Time in Program: 1972-73 School Year 

2. Number of Right to Read Students in Each Grade Level 
and Ethnic Breakdown 



Grade 


Total 
No, of 
Students 


Percent 


American 
Indian 


Black 


Mexican 
Aniet*lcan 


Asian 
American 


Puerto 
Rlcan 


White 


Other 




72 


8 


3 




5 




84 




1 


83 


8 










92 




2 


86 


6 


1 




I 




90 




3 


86 


6 


2 




6 




86 




4 


87 


8 


1 




3 




88 




5 


97 


7 


5 








88 




6 


92 


7 










93 




7 


74 


1 


5 




I 




93 




8 


125 


12 


3 




1 




84 




9 


















10 
















-.- i 


11 


















12 
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mm. 

a^;- .U.;-;- .-v;.. 



IP 



(f;co Vpi. ir, V, A icn- (Icuaiod roj.ovt) 
« ClrnUo Luvol . 

foi* wliicJi (jiia woro 
rct)0]i.t<!(l) 



1 

> 
3 
4 
5 
6 



-0«6 

1.2 



1. 2 



1.0 
l.i 



1.0 



i> Ovcrm Mean Gain for S chool 0^9 



(mcano {ul.iusted for diffe)."ing clans sizes) 

Name of Sjandcivdijicd x/Am 
Tosl(fi) Used MAT 



o Total Numboj; RepoiMcd 



L^iJ r 20-5§+ 

o No. Years Teaching Experionce [3]3~J Q '^gQ ' 

o , .M alo. Foitnalo 

o Sex j^o^ - - 

■ Percent 



-12. 



Lzsl' 



Ethnicity 



St. b (;v. 
0.8 

_ 0. C- 

1.0 



1.0 



1.1 



1.1 



No. 



Percent 2 f 



Mexican Puerto No 

ii22fIll^Afi5a^ 



, BA or BS MAor MS 
Degree No, | 18^^^ ---|— 



MfT\ 4/?. 



PhD ^ Ot hor_JNoJnd|caii(m 



3: 



] 



. , Human- Fine No Tnr^i 



Read Reading Bilingual MtiUi No 

Job Title No.r.~^fnf^^ 

Residential No p^^^^^^^^-^--^^^^" Suburban Rural No Indicatibn ■ 

Index L-— ■ ^ 3 i 5 J lA I n 



^^pttirnuirnbcr of claoscs for which achievement data wore roportod; 21 

23 



Ierjc 



# Toaci;er Attitude Toward Right To Read Feature's 

(figures indicate number of toachers responding) No Indica- 
tion or Not 
included 



Effectivano&s 



cr-v Parent Involve 
^? ^ . rriont 




2 


U 


2 




9 


•^'y In-service 
iia Training 


1 


3 




4 


■ ■■' 3. ;' 




Reading 
Specialist 


4 


5 


7 


2 






Instructional 
Materials 


2 


8 


1 




,1 


\-l2;V,;-.-, ; 



Teacher Preference Regarding Continuing ^o 
Teach in Right To Read Program next year; 

."■ Yes- ■;' 

Yes, if changes are made 

Questionable 

No 

No I^esponse 



No: of 
Teachers: 



11 



District 
Supt* 


Principal 


Reading 
Specialist 


Reading 
Teacher 


Clasijroom 
Teacher 


Other 


No Title 
Indicated 


1 T- 

1 










X 


1 



p. £{ifeictivenes8 of Right To Read Materials 
• Program Planning Procedure 



iii: 



Very Not No 

Useful Useful Useful Indication 



(A document v/ith charts guiding the school in such areas as 
parent involvement, identification 

needs and objective identification of basic reading approaches r 
material8,and prograin drgahitations. Also supplied information 
on redirection of existing resources to support the new programV 



Ways in which PPP was used in program: 

Structuring Identification of Identification Listing 



Ongoing No 

Evalg Indication 







X 


X 






# status and Reporting Center 


Very Not No 
Useful ^Useful Useful Indication 




(S and RC) 






X 







(A document with charts guiding the school in community involve 
ment during planning of actlvltieSi and liaison with surrounding 
schools and Right to Read, Washington, D, C.) 

Ways in which S and RC was used: 

Program Student /Teacher Task Display Reference 

Planning Needs Assessment Assignments Program Progress Source 



Forecast Information No 
Outcomes Disseminaiion Indication 



F. Technical Assistant Utiliaation 



Very 
Helpful 


Helpful 


Not 

Helpful 


No 

Indication 




X 







Technical Assistant Activities* 



h Program planning 

2* Program implementation 

3» Interpret Right to Read 
planning materials 

4, Work on the Unit Task Force 

6. Develop Work Statement/ 
Proposal 

6# Develop or identify 
curriculum materials 

7« Needs assessment 

8, Diagnosis /pre script ion 

9. Identify objectives 
10, Staff development 



X 



11» Identify alternate approaches 

1 2, Develop team teaching 

13» Observe classes 

14/ Advise on parental 
Involvement 

15. Recommend consultants 

16. Budget planning 

17. EJvaluation 

18. Liaison with Right to Read» ' 
Washington, D*C* 

19. Plan for 1973.74 program 

20. No indication of activity 



X 
X 
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G, Parent involvement 



• Extent of 

Involvement 



# Activities: 

K Unit Task Force 

1 

2. Program planning 

3* Program implementation 

4» Develop materials 

5. Purchase/repair materials 

6, Aides, tutors, volunteers 
7* Advisory council 

8, Workshops, conferences 



High Medium Low No Indication 



X 9i Reading is Fundamental 



10. PTAj open house, other 
traditional meetings 



T 



11. Supplementary activities 

12. Community relations 

13. Information dissemination 

14. No indication 
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Teacher Aides 

iPercentagd of Teachers Reporting Aides 



Worked in classrooms 
Were p^ld 

Were: Parent ' 
Student teacher 

Cornmunit/ orgi^nization mem^^ 
High school student 
Other ^ 

Average number of hours aides worked 
per semester 

Types of Activities Performed: 

Tutor itig students 

Marking tests 

Distributing materials 

Working in small and large i^roups 

Preparing materials 

Liaiaon with parents and other outside personnel 
Bus monitoring 

Supervising recreational activities in or outside 
class 

Classroom maintenance 
Supervising field trips 
Other 



82^ 



59^ 



4Jc 



78 



X 



X 



X 



X 



X 



Teacher rating of aides* effectiveness (figures indicate number 
of teachers reporting data) 



Very 






Very 


Effective 


Effective 


Ineffective 


Ineffective 


5 


12 
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I. 



PtQgyam Characteristics 



1* Insetvice Training ; 

e Individuals rtesponsible for training: 
Consultants 

Technical Assistant Team <TAT) members 
Project director 
Reading specialist 
Classroom teacher 
No indication 

• Individuals trained: 

Reading specialist/teacher 

Classroom teachers 

Other staff 

Paraprofessionals 

Parents 

No indication 



• Training areas* 

Learning theory 

Student background and self 
concept 

Language development 

Motor and perceptual skills 

Right to Read Program 

Diagnostic/ prescriptive 
approach 



Instructional approach 

Instructional materials 

Tr^ching techniques 

Cla^isroom organization and 
management 

Evaluation 

No indication 
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• Training Methods! 



Gtoup or individual meetings, seminars, workshops, 
conferences 

School visitations, demonstration teaching, classroom 
observations 

University courses 

Video taping, audlo-vlsuals, multi-media 
No indication 

Unit Task Force Activities 
Planning Phase 



Rating of helpfulness: 



Very 



Not 



No 



UTF Members: 



1 






X 1 



Consultants 

Administrators 

Reading specialist 

Teachers 

Parents 

Others 

No indication 



X 



Frequency of meetings: 



Frequent FTcquent Infreouent Indication 






X 1 
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Types 6£ Activities : 



Slllit with TAT s 
^jSlyelop proposal or work 



||||(gid 8 assessment 

Itievelop diagnostic /prescriptive 
l||p roach 

fWentify objectives 

Gather data 

Complete PPP 



PeVelop mMetlM 
lntt6rylci& training 
Budget 

Information dissemination 
Peyelojp tests 
Evaiuatlbn 
No indication 



Implementation Phase 

# Rating of Helpfulness: 



Very 




Not 


No 


Helpful 


Helpful 


Helpful 


Indication 








X 



UTF members: 



Consultants 

Administrators 

Reading specialist 

Teachers 

Parents 

Others 

No Indication 



ill 



Frequency of Meetings: 



Very 




Ho 


Frequent FVequent 


Infrequent 


Indication 
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# Types of Activities: 

Meet with TATs /consultants 

Develop criteria for student 
selection oir placement 

Student diagnosis 

Identify tutors 

Ins er vice training 

Develop community involvement 
activities 



Status and reporting activities 

Record progress 

Serve on special committees 

Review progi'am progress 

information dissemination 

Evaluation 

No indication 



Components of Diagnostic/Prescriptive Approach: 



Individualized prescription 
Identification of student skill levels 
Teacher observation 
Contracts 

Individualized instruction 
Progress checklists 
Testing 

Review case histories 

Staff c onf e rence s 

Student /teacher conferences 



X 



X 



Supplementary materials 
Qames^ manipulatives 
Audio- Visual, Multimedia 
Commercially made programs 
Student grouping 
Special classes 
Skill sessions 
Field trips 

Reading/language center 
Reading specialist, tutors 
Language experience approach 

Basal text instruction 

No indication 
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4* 



Program Location:* 



Reading 1$ taught as a separate subject 

Reading is taught indirectly 
through other subject matter 

Special assistance is provided outside the 
classroom for students in special need of 
reading help 

No indication 



Mean Number of 
Semester Hours 
Reported per Class 



141 



180 



24 



5. 



Student/Teacher Organization: 



Single teacher- -multi^subjects 

Reading specialist (responsible for more 
than one class) 

Team teachers 

Students doing cross«*age teaching 
Tutor •'Specialist 
Tutor -aide 
Other 

No indication 



Mean Number of 
Semester Hours 
Reported per Class 



395 



14 



13 



50 



6. 



Student Organization: 



Individualized reading instruction 
Small groups (5 or fewer students) 
Large groups (6 or more students) 
No indication 



Mean Number of 
Semester Hours 
Reported per Class 



23 



50 



10.7 



^^information on items four through ten was obtained by asking teachers to report 
l^^on each class they taught. Total number of classes for which data were reported : 22 



7. Classroom Language (All Classes Combined); 



Standard English 
Non-Standa\d English 
Spanish 
French 

American Indian 
language or dialect 

Japanese 
No indication 



Language of Instruction Native Language of Students 
(% of Time Language (% of Students Speaking 



Used) 



100% 



Language 



87% 



13 



8. 



Reading Approach: 



Meaning emphasis 
Code emphasis 
Linguistics 
Modified alphabet 
Responsive environment 
Programmed learning 
Individualized reading 
Language experience 
Eclectic or teacher's own 
Other 

No indication 



Meah^uiiiber of " 
Settiester Hours 
Reported per Class 



25 



30 



14 



12 



9. 



Techniques Used for Reading Instruction: 



Machine- based programmed 
instruction 

Other programmed instruction 
Gaming/ simulation 

Instructional TV 
Interactive media 
Intensive involvement 
Discussion groups 
Demonstration- performance 
Lecture 
Contracts 

Use of supplementary materials 
Other 

No indication 



Mean Number of 
Semester Hours 
Reported per Class 

4 

16_ 

3 
7 
3 
0 

30 

34 
20 
0 

42 
14 
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Classroom evaluation Procedures: 



Diagnostic reading tests are used with most or 
all students to detearmino iridividual reading needs. 

the teacher has forniulated or selected 
specific objectives for each student* 

The teacher has formulated or selected 
specific objectives for the entire class. 

The teacher has developed or identified an 
instrument for measuring attitudes toward reading. 

The teacher has developed or identified an 
instrument for measuring attitudes toward 
reading for the entire class V 

Performance 6f students is measured in 
terms of objectives set for each individual/ 

Performance of students is measured in 
terms of objectives set for the entire class* 

Visible records are kept of class performance. 

Records of each student*s performance are kept 
with respect to each objective. 

Students are kept informed of their progress. 
Students are involved in self-evaluation. 
Parents are informed of students' progress. 
No indication 



Number of 
Classrooms 
in Which 
Procedure 
Use d 

U 

10 

20 



11 



16 



16 



19 



11 



22 



Total Funding for 1972-73 school year: $40, 000 
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^» M^jOR FINDINGS AND RECOMMENDATIONS REPORTED IN 



I» Project Objectives and Degree of Accomplishment » 



Project Objectives 




STUDENT 
Student Attitude 


X 








X 


Student BAhAvtr^if 












Student Rest din^ Achievement 


V 








X 


Reading-^ Related Skills 


V 








X 


TEACHER 
i eacner competency 


X 








K 


Teacher Attitude 












Teacher Behavior 


X 










PARENT/COMMUNITY 

Parent/Gommunity 
Involvement 


X 


X 








Parent Attitude 












PROGRAM 
information Dissemination 












Individualization of 
Instruction 


s 










innovations 












Inservice Training; 












Additional Materials^ 
Services or Personnel 













^«Sites may have indicated program success under "Program Objectives 
and Degree of Accomplishment'* or under ''Major Findings'\ The 
reader should refer to both sections for a complete understanding of 
how successful the program was according to data in the self -evaluation. 
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Z, Mftlor Findings* 



Majcr Area 




STUDENT 
Reading Achievement 








Reading - Related Skills 








Social Skilld 








Attitude 








TEACHER 
Competency 








Attitude 








Teacher -Student Relations 








Teacher -Staff Relations 








PARENT/COMMUNITY 
Support 








Involvement 


X 






PROGRAM 
Success of Jnservice Training 








ProsLtam Flexibility 








Helpfulness of Technical Assistance 


X 






Significant Changes in Reading 
Approach 








Individualization of Instruction 








Value of Assistance from 
Aides /Volunteers 









SITE DID NOT CLEARLY STATE FINDINGS 



>^<Site8 may have indicated program success under ''Major Findings'* or 
under ''Progranri Objectives and Degree of Accomplishment^'. The 
reader should refer to both sections for a complete understanding of 
how successful the pt^ngrajn was according to data in the self* evaluation. 
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3. Program Hecommendationa 

Recommendations contained within the self-evaluation reports 
were categorized into the areas listed below# An '*X^^ Indicates that 
the site made a recommendation with regard to that particular area. 

More emphasis on reading-related skills 

Increased emphasis on improving student achievement 

Increased emphasis on improving student attitude 

More remedial help 

X Increased effort to involve parents/comn^unity 
Increased school-parent communications 

X More staff training 

More emphasis on diagnostic -prescriptive approach 

More emphasis on individualization of instruction 

Expand program within school/school district 

More materials/equipment/personnel 

Increased emphasis on improving teacher competency 

Increased emphasis on improving teacher attitude 

Improved evaluation techniques 

Re-definition of needs 

Improved communication with HEW 

X Continued funding 

SITE DID NOT CLEARLY STATE RECOMMENDATIONS 



ERJC 



School: 0401 
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INDIVIDUAL SITE ASSESSMENT 



School! 0401 



Grades: 



K-6 



School Characteristics 
1. Geographic Region 



A B C D* E F 

1 I I | x I 3Z3 



»!'States in this region are: Arizona, Arkansas, California, 
New Mexico, Oklahoma, Texas 



Z. Urban- Rural Index 
Urban 



Suburban 



Rural 



3. Student Population (Total School) 



Total Reported Enrollment 343 
Total Students in Each Grade Level 

Grade No. of Students Grade No. of Students 



K 

I 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 



22 



44 



54 



52 



58 



57 



7 
8 
9 

10 
11 
12 



56 



Student Ethnicity (Total School) 

American Indian 

Asian 

Black 

Mexican American 
Puerto Rican 
White 
Other 



Percent 



99 



41 



B. Right to Read Student Characteristics 

1. Amount of Tinne in Program: 1972-73 School Year 

2. Number of Right to Read Students in Each Grade Level 
and Ethnic Breakdown 



Grade 


Total 
No, of 
Students 


Percent 


American 
Indian 


Black 


American 


American 


Puerto 
Rican 


White 


Other 


K 


22 












100 




1 

. — . — 


44 


„ , ■ J , ■ - ,.r, 










100 






54 












100 




3 


52 












100 




4 


58 






• 






100 




5 


57 












100 




6 


56 












100 




7 


















8 


















9 


















10 


















11 
















— 1 
1 


12 






■ 





























r 
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3. 



Koadinii Gains for )9V2-?3 SchooJ Year* 
(«oo Vgl. II, V, A for detailed report) 



4» 'OrAdo J^evol 

(includes only levels 
for which data wore 
rojpo v tod ) 



1 
2 
3 
4 
5 
6 



Mean Gain ]Hir Month St. Dov, 



2.6 



0.8 



1.7 



1.1 



1.0 



0.6 



1.4 



0.7 



1.8 



0.8 



o Overall Mean Gain for School 1. 7, 



1.0 



(mcanfi adjusted for differing class sijjos) 

TeS(s?\fse7'*'''''^'''''^ Stanford Diagnoatic. ITB S 

Iowa V>'ork Study 



^ • Rigi U to Read Teacher Characteristics 
• Total Number Reported 

o Age 



CjZD 

Mean 



o No* Years Teaching Experience | q 

Male 

# Sex No. 

Percent 



20-44 



,1-23 



Female 



.. 1 




.6 


.14.. 




P. 6 



Mexican Puei*to 



Ethnicity 

No. 
Percent 

Degree No. 

Area of 

Degree No. 

Job Title No. 

Inner City Urban Svil)urban Rural No Indication 
Residential No. j t 2 T I T I 
Index 



No 













7. 
















100 






BA or BS MA or MS PhD Other 


No Indication 


6 




1 


1 




^ 




Educ Soc Sci 


Huinan- Fine 
ities Arts 


Nolndi 

Phys Sci Math Other cation 


1 7 1 






1 


1 








Read 
Spec 


Reading Bilingual 
Teacher Spec 


Multi 
Subject 


No 

Other Indication 




1 


1 


,1 


6 


1 


1 





Total number of classes for which achievement data wore reported; 10 
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Teacher Attitude Toward Right To Read Features 
(figures indicate number of teachers responding) No Indica- 
tion or Not 
Included 



Effectiveness 





Excellent 


Good 


Adequate 


Poor 


Vury Poor 


in Profjram T 


Parent Involve - 






2 






5 


In-service 
Training 


1 


1 








' 5 


Reading 
Specialist 


1 


1 








5 


Instructional 
Materials 


1 


1 








5 



t Teacher Preference Regarding Continuing No: of 

Teach in Right To Read Program next year: Teachers; 

Yes 

Yes, if chang>^s are made 
Questionable 
No' 

No Response 
Identification of Project Director 



District 
Supt. 


Principal 


Reading Reading 
Specialist Teacher 


Classroom 
Teacher 


Other 


No Title 
Indicated 




X 


T 









2 



5 
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EJ* Effectiveness of Right To Read Materi als 

# Program Planning Procedure 
(PPP) 



Very Not No 

Useful Useful Useful Indication 



(A document with charts guiding the school in such areas as 
parent involvement, identification and prioritising of student 
needs and objectivesi identification of basic reading approaches^ 
materials, and prograrn organizations* Also supplied information 
on redirection of existing resources to support the new program) 



Ways in which PPP was used in program: 

Structuring Identification of Identification Listing Ongoing No 

and Planning Student/ Teacher Needs ^ of Objectives Priorities Eval> Indication 





status and Reporting Center 


Very 
Useful 


Useful 


Not 
Useful 


No 

Indication 




(S aad RC) 






X 





(A document with charts guiding the school in community involve 
ment during planning of activities, and liaison with surrounding 
schools and Right to Read, Washington, D. C J 

Ways in which S and RC was used: 

Program Student/Teacher Task Display Reference 

Planning Needs Assessment Assignments Program Progress Source 



Forecast Information No 
Outcome £^ Dissemination Indication 
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F» Technical Assistant Utilization 



Very 




Not 


No 


Helpful 


Helpful 


Helpful 


Indication 




X 







Technical Assistant Activities: 



1, Program planning 

2, Program implementation 

3. Interpret Right to Read 
planning materials 

4. Work on the Unit Task Force 

5« Develop Work Statement/ 
Proposal 

6, Develop or identify 
curriculum materials 

7« Needs assessment 

8« Diagnosis/ prescription 

9i Identify objectives 

10, Staff development 



11. Identify alternate approaches 

12. Develop team teaching 
13« Observe classes 

14. Advise on parental 
involvement 

15. Recommend consultants 
16« Budget planning 

17. Evaluation 

18. Liaison with Right to Read, 
Washington^ D.C, 

19. Plan for 1973*74 program 

20. No Indication of activity 
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7. 
8. 



f Extent o£ 
Involvement 



# Activitied: 
Unit Taak Force 
Program planning 
Program Implementation 
Develop materials 
Purchase/repair materials 
Aided > tutors, volunteers 
Advisory council 
Workshops, conferences 



High Medium Low No Indication 



9t Reading Is Fundamental 

10, PTA, open house, other 
traditional meetings 

1). Supplementary activities 

12, Community relations 

13, Information dissemination 
14« No Indication 



X 



Teacher Aidec 



100 



230 



Percentage of Teachers Reporting Aides 

# Worked In classrooms 100 
e Were paid [ IPO 
e Were: Parent 

Student teacher 

Community organisation member 
High school student 
Other 

# Average number of hours aides worked 
per semester 

# Types of Activities Performed) 
Tutoring students 
Marking tests 
Distributing materials 
Working in small and large groups 
Preparing materials 

Liaison with parents and other outside personnel 
Bus monitoring 

Supervising recreational activities In or outside 
class 

Classroom maintenance 
Supervising field trips 
Other 

# Teacher rating of aides^ effecUveness (flgurej Indicate number 
of teachers reporting data) 



X 



Very 
Effective 


Effective 


Ineffective 


Very 

Ineffective 


11 


2 
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I. In86irvice*f raining ! 

• IndlviduaU responsible (or training: 

Consultants 

Technical Assistant Team (TAT) membei^s 
Project director 
Reading speclalidt 
Classroom teacher 
No indication 

• Individuals trained! 

Reading specialist/teacher 

Classroom teachers 

Other staff 

Paraprofessionals 

Parents 

No indication 



• Training areas* 

Learning theory 

Student background and self 
concept 

Language development 
Motor and perceptual skills 
Right to Read Program 

Diagnostic / presc rlptlve 
approach 



X Instructional approach 

Instructional materials 

~ Teaching techniques 

^ Classroom organi«ation and 
management 

X Evaluation 

X No indication 



# Training Methods: 



Group or individual meetings, seminar workshops , 
conferences 

School visitations, demonstration teaching, classroom 
observations 

University courses 

Videotaping, audlo-vlsuals, multi-media 
No indication 



X 



2* Unit Task Force Activities 
Planning Phase 
# Rating oi helpfulness: 



Very Not No 
Helpful Helpful Helaful Indication 








X 



UTF Members: 



Consultants 

■Administrators X 

Reading specialist X 

Teachers JC_ 

Parents X 

Others 

No indication 



• Frequency of meetings: 

Very No 



Freauent 


FreQvient 


Infrequent 


Indication 








X 
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• Types o£ Actlvltless 



M^et with TATs 

develop proposal or work 
statement 

Ne^ds assosament 

Develop diagnostic/prescriptive 
approach 

IdontWy objectives 
dither data 
Complete PPP 



X 



Develop materinls 
Inservice training 
Budget 

Information disseminvition 
Develop tests 
Evaluation 
No indication 



Implementation Phase 

• Rating o£ Helpfulness: 



Very 




Not 


No 


Helpful 


Helpjtul 


Helpful 


Indication 








X 



tJTF members: 



Consultants 

Administrators 

Reading specialist 

Teachers 

Parents 

Others 

No indication 



Frequency of Meetings: 



Very 

Frequent Frequent 



No 

Inf r e quent Indi c at ion 
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• Types of Actlvitiod; 



Meet with TATs /consultants 

Develop ciriterla (or student 
seUction or placement 

Studont diagnosis 

Identify tutors 

Insorvlce training 

Develop community involvement 
activities 



X 



Status and reporting activities 

Record progress 

Serve on special committees 

Revlow program progress 

information dissemination 

Evaluation 

No indication 



Components of Diagnostic /Prescriptive Approach: 



Individualized prescription 
Identification ox student skill levels 
Teacher observation 
Contracts 

Individualized instruction 
Progress checklists 
Testing 

lluvlew case histories 
Sraff conferences 
Student/teacher conferences 



Supplementary materials 
Games I manipulative s 
Audio^ Visualt Multimedia 
Commercially made programs 
Student grouping 
Special classes 
Skill sessions 
Field trips 

Reading /language center 
Reading specialisti tutors 
Language experience approach 
Basal text instruction 
No indication 



4. 



Program Locationj* 



Reading is taught as a separate subject 

Rea4ing is taught indirectly 
through other subject matter 

Special assistance is provided outside the 
classroom for students in special need of 
reading help 

No indication 



Mean Numbei* of 
Semester Hours 
Reported per Class 



202 



157 



5. Student/Teacher Organization: 



Single teacher- -multi-subjects 

Reading specialist (responsible for more 
than one class) 

Team teachers 

Students doing cross -^age teaching 

Tutor^speciallst 

Tutor -aide 

Other 

No indication 



Mean Number of 
Semester Hours 
Reported per Class 



301 



6, 



Student Organization: 



Individualized reading instruction 
Small groups (5 or fewer students) 
Large groups (6 or more students) 
No Indication 



Mean Number of 
Semester Hours 
Reported per Class 



136 
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Information on items four through ten was obtained by asking teachers to report 
on each class they taught. Total number of classes for which data were reported: 
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7« Classroom Language (All Classes Combined): 



Standard Englii^h 
Non ^Standard English 
Spanish 
French 

American Indian 
language or dialect 

Japanese 
No indication 



Language o£ Instruction Native Language of Students 
(% of Time Language (% of Students Speaking 
Used) Language ) 



100% 



100% 



8. 



Reading Approach: 



Mean Number of 
Semester Hours 
Reported per Class 



Meaning emphasis 
Code emphasis 
Linguistics 
Modified alphabet 
Responsive environment 
Programmed learning 
Individualized reading 
Language experience 
Eclectic or teacher^s own 
Other 

No indication 



Techniques Used for Reading Instructions 



Machine- based programmed 
Instruction 

Other programmed Instruction 
Gaming/ simulation 

Instructional TV 
Interactive media 
Intensive involvement 
Discussion groups 
Demonstration- performance 
Lebture 
Contracts 

Use of supplementary materials 
Other 

No indication 



Mean Number of 
Semester Hours . 
Reported per Clas 



_0_ 

i_ 

43 

11 

ii 
24 

0_ 
47 
0 
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10. Classroom Evaluation Procedures: 



Diagnostic .reading tests are used with most or 
all students to determine individual reading needs. 

The teacher has formulated or selected 
specific objectives for each student. 

The teacher has formulated or selected 
specific objectives for the entire class. 

The teacher has developed or identified an 
instrument for measuring attitudes toward reading. 

The teacher has developed or identified an 
instrument for me^^.suring attitudes toward 
reading for the entire class* 

Performance of students is measured in 
terms of objectives set for each individual. 

Performance of students is measured in 
terms of objectives set for the entire class. 

Visibl e records are kept of class performance. 

Records of each student's performance are kept 
with respect to each objective. 

Students are kept informed of their progress. 
Students are involved in 9 elf- evaluation. 
Parents are inlbrmed of students* progress. 
No indication 



Number of 
Classrooms 
in Which 
Procedure 
Used 

11 



13 



13 



13 



13 



13 



13 



11, Total Funding for 1972-73 school year; $50.000 
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3, UAJOk FmblNQS AND RECOMMENDATIONS REPORTED IN 



1 . Project Objectives and Degree of Accoittplishment * 




STUDENT 
Student Attitude 


X 


X 








Student Behavior 












Student Reading Achievement 


X 


X. 








Reading. Related Skills 


. : x„ 




X 






TEACHER 
Teacher Competency 




. . X, 








Teacher Attitude 


X 


.,„_X- 








Teacher Behavior 


X 


.. .X 








PARENT / C OMMUNIT Y 

Pa r e nt / C ommunity 
Involvement 


X 


X 








Parent Attitude 


. . X 


-X. 








PROGRAM 
Information Dissemination 


X 


X 








Individualization of 
Instruction 












Innovations 












Inservice Training 


X 










Additional Materials, 
Services or Personnel 













*SiteB may have indicated program success under ''Program Objectives 
and Degree of Accomplishment*' or under "Major Findings". The 
reader should refer to both sections for a complete understanding of 
how successful the program was according to data in the self-evaluation. 
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Ma^ot Findings* 




STUDENT 
R«adlnA AchUveimeni 


X 






Keadlni^. Related SklU« 








Social SkllU 








Attltur^ft 

. w .*yirm> %a*-c \f 


X 






TEACHEk 
Comt>et«nov 


X 






Attitude 


, X , 






Teacher-^Student Relations 








Teachet -Staff Relations 








PARENT/ COMMUNITY 








SuPDort 


Involvement 








PROGRAM 
Success of Inservice Traininfl 








Proaram Flexibility 








Helpfulness of Technical Assistance 








Significant Changes in Reading 
Approach 








Individualization of Instruction 








Value of Assistance from 
Aides^Volunteers 









SITE DID NOT CLEARLY STATE FINDINGS 



♦Sites may have Indicated program success under "Major Findings" or 
^nd«r "Program Objectives and Degree of Accompli ihment". The 
teader should refer to both section* for a complete underitanding of 
how successful the program was according to data in the' 4ilf -evaluation. 
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fi^!:^-:/ Recommendations contained within the ^elf-e valuation reports 

IP Y w^ire cateiiorized into the areas liated below. An "X'^ indicates that 
pf; the si to made a recommendation with regard to that particular area, 

More emphasis on readingi^related skills 
X Increased emphasis on improving student achievement 

Increased emphasis on improving student attitude 

^ More remedial help 

^ Increased effort to involve parents /community 
^ Increased school-parent communications 
_ More staff training 

More emphasis on diagnostic^prescriptive approach 

More emphasis on individualization of instruction 

Expand program within school/school district 

X More materials/equipment/personnel 

Increased emphasis on improving teacher competency 

Increased emphasit* on improving teacher attitude * 

Improved evaluation techniques 

Re-definition of needs 

. Improved communication with HEW 
^^^^ Continued funding 

SITE DID NOT CLEARLY STATE RECOMMENDATIONS 




School: 0509 




INDIVIDUAL SITE ASSESSMENT 



Schoolj^ 
Qradest 



0509 



A. School Charactc rlsttce 
^' Qoographlc Raglon 



A B C D* E F 
1 |x| 1=] 



I 



2. 



3. 



^States in this region aj-ej Aflaona, Arkansas, California, 
New Mexico, Oklahoma, Texas 



Urban-. Rural Index 
Urban 



Suburban 



Rural 



Student Population (Total School) 
• Total Reported Enrollment 



616 



Total Students in Each Grade Level 

Q rade No. of Students Grade No. of Students 



K 
1 
2 
3 
4 
5 
6 



65 



68 



68 



71 



94 



115 



7 
8 
9 

10 
11 
12 



125 



Educable Handicapped 10 

Student Ethnicity (Total School) 



Percent 



American Indian 

Asian 

Black 

Mexican American 
Puerto Rlcan 
White 
Other 



80 



18 



ERIC 
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^* fi<ght to Read Student Characterlfttica 



I. Amount of Time In Programj 1972-73 School Year 

Z, Number of Right to Read Students In Each Grade Level 
and Ethnic Breakdown 



■ ■ 

Grade 


... 
Total 

Students 


. , . — ■ ■ ■ ' ' "'1 

Percent 


Indian 


Black 


Mexican 
American 


Adlan 


Puerto 
Rlcan 


White 


Oth$r 


K 


65 






78 






22 




1 


68 


1_ _ _ 




79 






18 


' ■} 


2 


68 






86 






14 


1. 


3 


71 






76 






23 


1 1 


4 


94 




2 


77 


4 




16 




5 


115 






86 






14 


3 1 


6 


125 




1 


83 






12 


7 


















8 


















9 


















10 


















11 
















1 


12 






t 








1 
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3i noftdliifj Qtx\m for 1972^73 SobooJ Ycuir* 
(uoo Vol. n, V, A £or detailed 10 povl) 



Qrn do Level 
(iucludod oiily IovoIh 
for wi)ich data woro 



Name of Slandnrdlsiod 
To8t(e) Used 





Moan Ciiih) per Moiitli 


St, ))ov. 


1 


1.2 


0, 6 


2 


2.4 


1.5 




2.6 


1.0 


4 


1,5 


1.0 


S 


2.0 


1.3 




1.8 


1.4 


Overall Mean Gain (av fir1in<^l 1.8 


1.2 



TOBEi Cooperative^ WRA T ,C A T 



Ci jRight to Rcsad Toachov Charactcrlsticfi 
O Total Number lloporled 

0 Age 

e No, Years Teaching Exporienco 

• Sox No, 

Percent 



nr~i 

Mean 



Female 



• Mexican Puerto 

Bthnicity Amr Ind Asian Black Amor 

No. 
Percent 



No 













u 












....„..J,J,,.,. 











Degree 

Area of 
tJegiee 



Job Title 



BA or BS M A or MS 



P hD Ot her No IntUcatlon 



I 



] 



Human- FJno Nolnrli. 
Educ Soc Scl Itios Arte Phy aSci Math Othor cation 

No. m i 5 13 I I I I — 



lEload Roadlng Bilingual Multi No 
Spoo Teacher Spec Subject Other Indication 

No. r I r ' 11^ , . , , . 



. . Jnner City Urban Suburb an Rural No Indication 

Residential No. I TTT 1 " | " ' ■ " ' \ 

Index ' — ^ ' ' ' 



I^Tptal number of claesos for which achievement data woro reported ; 
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• Teachei' Attitude Toword Right To Read Features 

(figuroo iiidicato nui-nbor of toachors veepondlng) No Indica- 



Parent Involve- 
ment 


3 


r 


' Z ■ 


4 




3 


In- service 
Training 


7 , 


6 


: z 


i 




3 


Reading 
Specialist 


5 


6 








5 


Instructional 
Materials 


6 






1 




1 



No; of 
Teachersj 



16 



• Telicher Prbference Regarding Continuing «o 
Telich in Right To Rend Program next ycarr 

Yesi If changes are made 
Questionable 

No Response 
Identification of Project Director ' 

I^istrict Reading Reading Classroom No Title 

Supt. Principal Specialist T eacher Teacher Other Indicated 



X 
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E. Effectlveneas of Right To Read MateHa U 

# Prograt)^ Plarinlng Procedure 
(l^PP) ^ 



Very Not No 

Useful Useful Useful IndicaHon 



(A documertt with charts guiding the school in such areas as 
parent Involvement, Identification and prloritiislng of student 
needs and objectivesi Identification of basic reading approaches, 
materials, and program organleations. Also supplied Information 
on redirection of existing resources to support the new program^ 

Ways in which PPP was used in program: 

Structuring Identification of Identification Listing Ongoing No 





X 


X 











status and Reporting Center 


Very 
Useful 


Useful 


Not 
Useful 


No 

Indication 




(S tt'Ad 




X 







(A document with charts guiding the school in community Involve 
ment during planning of activities, and ll4Uon with surrounding 
schools and Right to Read, Washington, D. C.) 

Ways In which S and RC was used: 

Program Student/Teacher Task Display Reference 

Planning Needs Assessment Assignments Program Progress Source 



X 



Forecast Information No 
Outcomes Dissemination Indication 
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Techntcal AssUtant UtlUgfttlon 
• Rattng ci Helpfiilne0t| 



HbipivA Helpful Helpful tidication 



Technical Assistant Actlvitiesi 



1. Program planning 

Z, Program implementation 

3, Interpret Right to Read 
planning materials 

4, Work on the Unit Task Force 

i 

$t Develop Work Statement/ 
Proposal 

6. Develop or tdentUy 
curriculum matsrials 

7. Needs assessment 

8 . Dlagno els / pr e s c r Ipilon 

9. Identify objectives 
10. Staff development 



X 



X 



11, Identify alternate approaches 

12, Develop team teaching 

13, Observe classes 

14, Advise on parental 
Involvpment 

15, Recommend consultants 

16, Budget planning 

17, Evaluation 

18, Liaison with Right to Read* 
Washington, Dt C. 

19* Plan for 1973.74 program 

20, No indication of activity 



Parent Involvement 



• Extent of 

Involvement 



• Activities: 

1. Unit Task Force 

2. Program planning 

3. Program implementation 

4. Develop materials 

5. Purchase/repair materials 

6. Aides, tutors, volunteers 

7. Advisory council 

B, Workshops, conferences 



High Medium Low No Indicatl 



on 



X 



9. Reading ie Fundamental 

10. PTA, open house, other 
traditional meetings 

11. Supplementary activities 

12. Community relations 

13. Information dissemination 

14. No indication 
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H. Teacher Aides 



{Percentage of Teachers Reporting Aides 
« Worked in classrooms 

# Were paid 

• Weret Parent 

Student teacher 
i Contmvmity or ganjlzation member 

High School student 
Other 

# Average number ot hours aides worked 
per semester 

• types o£ Activities Performed! 
Tutoring students 
Marking teists 
Distributing materials 
Working i|ii sinall and large groups 
Preparing materials 

Liaison with parents and other outside personnel 
Bus monitoring 

Supervising recreational activities in or outside 
class 

Classroom maintenance 
Supervising field trips 
Other 



95% 



90% 



Ml 



5 t 



164 



Teacher rating of aides* effectiveness (figureJ* indicate number 
of teachers reporting data) 

Very Very * 

Effective Effective Ineffective Ineffective 



ERIC 



68 



Program Characteristics 



J« Inservice Training ! 

• Individuals responsible for training: 
Consultants 

Technical Assistant Team (TAT) members 
Project director 
Reading specialist 
Classroom teacher 
No indication 



X 



Individuals trained: 



Reading specialist/teacher 

Classroom teachers 

Other staff 

Paraprofessionals 

Parents 

No indication 



• Training areas* 

Learning theory 

Student background and self 
concept 

Language development 

Motor and perceptual skills 

Right to Read Program 

Diagnostic / prescriptive 
approach 



X 



Instructional approach 

Instructional materials 

Teaching techniques 

Classroom organization and 
management 

Evaluation 

No indication 



X 
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* Training Methods: 



X 



Qyoup or individual meetlngSi $<>mina wotk0hop$» 
con£erence$ 

SeHbo^^ yi$ltation8| demoniit ration teachings claa^room 
obi^rvatione 

University courses 

Video taping ; audio --visuals I tnultUmedia 
JNfo indication 

Unit Task Force Activities 

Planning Phase 

# Rating of helpiulneae: Very Not No 

Helpful Helpful^ Helpful Indication 



UTF Members: 



Consultants 

Administrators 

Reading specialist 

Teachers 

Parents 

Others 

No indication 



X 



Frequency of meetings: 



Very 






No 


Frequent _ 


Frequent ^ 


Infrequent 


Indication 








X 
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• Types of Activities: 



Meet with TATs 

Develop proposal or work 
statement 

Needs assessment 

Develop diagnostic/prescriptive 
approach 

Identify objectives 
Gather data 
Complete PPP 



Develop materials 
Inservice training 
Budget 

Information dissemination 
Develop tests 
Evaluation 
No indication 



Implementation Phase 

• Rating of Helpfulness: 



UTF members: 



Very 




Not 


No 


Helpful 


Helpful 


Helpful 


Indication 


1 1 




X 1 



Consultants 

Administrators 

Reading specialist 

Teachers 

Parents 

Others 

No indication 



Frequency of Meetings: 



Very 
Frequent 


Frequent 


Infrequent 


No 

Indication 


1 1 X 
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Types of Activities! 



Meet with TATs /con$ultants 

Develop criteria for student 
selection or placement 

Student diagnosis 

Identify tutors 

Inser vice training 

Develop community involvement 
activities 



Status and reporting activities 

Record progress 

Serve on special committees 

Review program progress 

Information dissemination 

Evaluation 

No indication 



Components of Diagnostic/Prescriptive Approach: 



Indiyidualized prescription 
identification of student skill levels 
Teacher observation 
Contracts 

Individualized instruction 
Progress checklists 
Testing 

Revi<;W case histories 

Staff conferences 

Student /teacher conferences 



Supplementary materials 
Games, manipulative s 
Audio^Visualf Multimedia 
Commercially made programs 
Student grouping 
Special classes 
Skill sessions 
Field trips 

Reading/language center 
Reading specicdisti tutors 
Language experience approach 

Basal text instruction 

No indication 
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4. 



Program Location:^ 



Reading is taught as a separate subject 

ReMing is taught Indirectly 
through other subject matter 

Special assistance is provided outside the 
classroom for students in special need of 
reading help 

No indication 



Mean Number of 
Semester Hours 
Reported per Class 



119 



205 



33 



5* 



StuJont/Teacher Organization: 



Single teacher--multi-subjects 

Reading specialist (responsible for more 
than one class) 

Team teachers 

Students doing cross^age teaching 

Tutor -specialist 

Tutor-aide 

Other 

No indication 



Mean Number of 
Semester Hours 
Reported per Class 



239 



27 



101 



22 



21 



6. 



Student Organization: 



Individualized reading instruction 
Small groups (5 or fewer students) 
Large groups (6 or more students) 
No indication 



Mean Number of 
Semester Hours 
Reported per Class 



110 



Information on items four through ten was obtained by asking teachers to report 
on each class they taught. Total number of classes for which data were reported: 



73 



7. Classroom Language (All Classes Combined): 



iStahdard English 
Non-Standaird English 
Spanish 
French 

American Indian 
language or dialect 

Japanese 
No indication 



Language o£ Instruction Native Language of Students 
(% of Time Language (% of Students Speaking 
Used) . Language 



92% 



55 fp 



14 



11. 



8. 



Reading Approach: 



Meaning emphasis 
Code emphasis 
Linguistics 
Modified alphabet 
Responsive environment 
Programmed learning 
Individualized reading 
Language experience 
Eclectic or teacher's ovm 
Other 

No indication 



Mean Number of 
Semester Hours 
Reported per Class 



44 



30 



8 



49 



8 



27 



36 



23 



15 
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Techniques Used for Reading Instruction: 

Mean Number oi 
Semester Hours 
Reported per Class 



8_ 
2j_ 

il 

li 

li 
4_ 

38 

35. 

2_ 

37 

32 

12 



I 
i 



Machine* based programmed 
Instruction 

Otho r programmed instruction 
Gaming/simulation 

Instructional TV 
Interactive media 
Intensive Involvemont 
Discussion groups 
Demonstration- performance 
Lecture 
Contracts 

Use of supplementary materials 
Other 

No indication 
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Classroom Evaluation Procedures: 



Piagnofltlc reading tests are uded with most or 
all students to determine individual reading needs. 

The teache* has formulated or ((elected 
specl/ic objectives for each student. 

the teacher has formulated or selected 
specific objectives for the entlve class. 

the teacher has developed or identified an 
instrument for measuring attitudes toward reading. 

the teacher has developed or identified an 
instrument for measuring attitudes toward 
reading for the entire class. 

Performance of students is measured in 
terms of objectives set for each individual. 

Performance of students is nrieasured in 
terms of objectives 6 «it for the entire class. 

Visible records are kept of clase performance. 

Reco:irds Of each student's performance are kept 
with respect to each objective. ' 

Students are kept informed of their progress. 
Students are involved in self- evaluation. 
Parents are informed of students* progress. 
No indication I 



Number of 
Classrooms 
in Which 
Procedure 
Used 

il 
l£ 

16 



18 



10 



13 



19 



19 



18 



Total Funding for 1972-73 school years $50> OOP 
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J. MAJOR FINDINGS AND RECOMMENDATIONS REPORTED IN 
PliOJECT SBLP-]BVALUA*t!6N — 



!• Project Ob)octtv«» and Det^roe of AccompUahment * 




STUDENT 
Student Attitude 


X 




X 






Student Behavior 












Student Reading Achievement 


X 


X 








Keadins- Related Skills 


X 




X 






TEACHER 
Teacher Competency 












Teacher Attitude 












Teacher Behavior 












PARE NT /COMMUNIT Y 

Parent/Community 
Involvement 












Parent Attitude 












PROGRAM 
Information DlsBemination 












Individualization of 
Instruction 








r 




Innovationd 












Inservice Training 












Additional Material's, 
Services or Personnel 













^Sites may have indicated program success under '^Program Objectives 
and Degree of Accomplishment'' or under ''Major Findings"* The 
reader uhould refer to both sections for a complete understanding of 
how successful the program was according to data in the self«evaluation. 
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Major yindinfls* 



Major Area 




$TUDENT 
Reading AchUv«ment 








Reading -Related SkilU 








Social SIcllla 








Attitude 








TEACHER * 
Competency 








Attitude ' ■ 








Teacher -Student Relations 








f^--Tea<5h<B"r*Sta^ 








PARENT/ COMMUNITY 








Support 


Involvement 








PROGRAM 
Succeas of Inservice Training 








Program Flexibility 








Helpfutneas of Technical Assistance 


X 






Significant Changes In Reading 
Approach 


■ ■ ■ 4 






Indiyldualizatlon of Instruction 








Value of Assistance from 
Aides /Volunteers 









SITE DID NOT CLEARLY STATE FINDINGS 



«Slte8 may have indicated program success under "Major Findings" or 
under "Program Objectives and Degree of Accomplishment''. The 
reader should refer to both sections for a complete underitandiiig of 
how successful the program was according to data in the 'd^lf -evaluation. 
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3» Program Recommendatlona 



Recommendations contained within the self -evaluation reports 
were categorized into the areas listed below. An "X^' indicates that 
the site made a recommendation with regard to that particular area, 

More emphasis on reading-related skills 

Increased emphasis on improving student achievement 

Increased emphasis on improving student attitude 

More remedial help 

Increased effort to involve parents/community 

Increased schooUparent communications 

More staff training 

More emphasis on diagnostic*prescriptive approach 

More emphasis on individualization of instruction 

Expand program within school/ school district 

X More materials/equipment/personnel 

Increased emphasis on improving teacher competency 

Increased emphasis on improving teacher attitude 

Improved evaluation techniques 
, Re-de/inition of needs 
Improved communication with HEW 

I 

Continued funding 

SITE DID NOT CLEARLY STATE RECOMMENDATIONS 
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School: 0510 



I 




INDIVIDUAL SITE ASSESSMENT 



School i 



0510 



Grades J 



K-6 



School Characteristics 
I, Geographic Region 



A B C D* E F 



>:<State8 in thi^ I'ogion are: Artssonai Arkansasi California/ 
New iSlexlcOi Oldahomai Texas 



^ • Urban^ Rural Index 
Urban 



Suburban 



Rural 



3, Student Population (Total School) 

• Total Reported Enrollment 1^ 146 

# Total Students in Each Grade Level 



Grade No. of Students 



Grade No. of Students 



K 


152 


1 


170 


2 


171 


3 


166 


4 


168 


6 


141 


6 


146 



7 
8 
9 

10 
11 
12 



EMR 42 



Student Ethnicity (Total School) 

American Indian 
Asian i I 

Black t 
Mexican American 
Puerto Rican 
White 
Other 



Percent 



89 



Bi Right to Re»d Student Characteiristic 8 



1, Amount oi Time in ProgYalini 1972-73 School Year 

2, Numbdir of Right to Read Students in £ach Grade Level 
. aiid Ethnic Breakdown 



1 irftfjti 


Percent 


Grade 


"'V* pi 
Students 


Indian 


Black 


mexican 
AiMerican 


ABian 
American 


Puerto 
Rican 


White 


OtheJ^ 


K 


152 




69 


^ 5 : ■ 






5 


22 


1 


170 




75 


4 






3 


18 i 
— — — -M* 


2 


171 




77 


6 






3 


! 


3 


166 




72 


6 


1 




4 


17 


4 


168 




89 


5 : 






5 


1 


-■ 5 


141 




90 


3 


1 




6 


1 


6 


146 




70 


5 


3 




1 


7 
















— . — -1 


8 






— . — 










1 


9 


















10 








I 








- — , , , i 


11 
















J 


12 


























1 — — _ 






















































1 , 




1 







c. 



o 



3. Uoacllnj; Cains for )972-73 SchooJ Voar* 
(soc Vol. n, V, A for clotailoU report) 



« Grade Lovol 

(include Q oiily levels 
for wblcli data were 
roportod) 



M«an G»in yiy'V Mon th St . Dov. 



1 

2 
3 
4 
5 
6 

o Ovornll Moan Gain for School 



0,6 , 



0.2 



1.1 



0.5 



0,9 



0.4 



0.8 



(means adjusted for differing clafis si^cs) 

Name of Standardized Cooperative Primary, CTHS 
Tost{s) Used il 



Ri ght lo Read Toaclxcr Characteristics 
o Total Number Reported 

e Age 



00 

I 36 I QirS^JIZ] 



• NOp Years Teaching Experience | 8 j I 1-27 ^ 1 




Male 




Fomale 


• Sex No, 






30 "1 


Percent 


17..- 




, 83. 1 



Mexican Puerto No 
Ethnicity Amrind Asian Blade Amor Rican White Other Indicatlai 

No. 



Percent 



2 



6 



1 



19 



25 



67 



3 



Degree 

Area of 
Degree 



BA or PS i MA or MS PhD Other No Ind ic ation 
No. I ' 27 j 8 I I 1 " 



Soc Sci it 



Huxiian- Fine No Jndi* 

Educ Soc Sci itics Arts PhysSci Math Other cation 
No. 115 M p I 10 I T 1 i i— I I 



Read R.cading Bilingual Multi 

cl S 



No 



Spec Teacher Sped Su bioct Other In d ica tion 
Job Title No. I 2 12 j | 32 I 2 I " ' | 

Inner City Urban Suburban Rural No Indication 
Residential No. | .5 r'21 } Ift | | 
Index 



Total number of classes for whicli achievement data were report.^d; 22 



83 



o Toacher Attitude Toward Right To Read Feature's 

(figures indicate numbor of teachers responding) No Indica 

■ Effectiveness 



tion or Not 
Included 



jc^cirwtii jinvoive" 
ment 




1 


6 


10 


3 


19 


In-service 
Training 




Z 


6 


9 


5 


18 


Hoading 
Spocialist 


8 


7 


6 


2 


3 


13 


Instructional 
Materials 


2 


9 


16 


8 


2 


3 



D. 



• Teacher Preference Regarding Continuing 
Teach in Right To Read Program next year: 

Yes 

Yes, if changes are made 

Chiestlonable 

No 

No Response 
Identification of Project Director 

District 
Supt. 



No: of 
Teachers! 



22 



11 



Principal 


Reading 
Specialist 


Reading 
Teacher 


Classroom 
Teacher 


Other 


No Title 
Indicated 










X 
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^ r E(ifectiven»ag of Right to Read M&teHals 



.4 . Progiram PVanning Procedure 
(PPP) 



'Very Not No 

Useful Useful Useful Indication 



(A document with charts guiding the school in such areas as 
parent involvennent, identification and priorititing of student 
needs and objectives^ identification of basic reading approaches, 
materials, and program organiaatlons. Also supplied information 
on redirection of existing resources to support the new program^ 

Ways in which PPP was used in program: 



Structuring 
and Planning 


Identification of 
Student/ Teacher Needs 


Identification 
of Objectives 


Listing 
Priorities 


Ongoing 
Eval 


No 

Indication 


X 




X 









Very Not No 

Status and Reporting Center Use ful Useful Useful Indication 

(S and RC) 



(A document with charts guiding the school in community involve 
ment during planning of activities, and liaison with surrounding 
schools and Right to Read, Washington, D. C.) 

Ways in which S and RC wais used: 

Program Student/Teacher Task ;Display Reference 

Planning Needs As sessmcjnt Assignments Program Progress Source 



Forecast Infor 
putcomes Di'ssc 


nation 
mlnati 


No 

Indication 




J 






X 



F. Technical Aseistant Utilization 



• Rating of Helpfulness: 


Very 




Not 


No 


Helpful 


Helpful 


Helpful 


Indication 













Technical Assistant Activities; 



1. Program planning 

2, Program implementation 

3e Interpret Right to Read 
planning materials 

4. Work on the Unit Task Force 

5. Develop Work Statement/ 
Proposal 

6. Develop or identify 
curriculum materials 

7. Needs assessment 

8» Diagnosis/prescription 
9» Identify objectives 
10* Staff development 



1 1. Identify alternate approaches 

12. Develop team teaching 

13. Observe classes 

14* Advice on parental 
involvement 

15* Recommend consultants 

16* Budget planning 

17 • Evaluation 

18, Liaison with Right to Read» 
Washington, D.C, 

19* Plan for 1973«74 program 

20. No Indication of activity 



Q* Parent Involvement 



• Extent ol 

Involvement 



• Activities; 

1. Unit Task Force 

2. Program planning 

3. Program implementation 

4. Develop materials 

5. Purchase/repair materials 

6. Aides, tutors, volunteers 

7. Advisory council 

8. Workshops, conferences 



High Medium Low No Indication 



9# Reading is Fundamental 

10. PTA, open houses other 
traditional meetings 

11. Supplementary activities 

12. Community relations 

13. Information dissemination 

14. No indication 



X 




Teacher Aides 



Percentage of Teachers Reporting Aides 

• Worked in classrooms 

• Were paid 

• Were: Parent 

Student teacher 

Community organization member 

High school student 

Other 

• Average number of hours aides worked 
per semester 

• Types of Activities Performed: 
Tutoring students 

Marking tests 

Distributing materials 

Working in small and large groups 

Preparing materials 

Liaison with parents and other outside personnel 
Bus monitoring 

Supervising recreational activities in or outside 
class 

Classroom maintenance 
Supervising field trips 
Other 



3oyc 



15% 



in 



4 7c 



232 



X 



X 



Teacher rating of aides* effectiveness (figures* indicate number 
of teachers reporting data) 

Very Very 
Effective Effective Ineffective Ineffective 



I. 



Program Characteristics 



K Inscrvice Training ; 

# Individuals responsible for training: 
Consultants 

Technical Assistant Team (TAT) members 
Project director 
Reading specialist 
Classroom teacher 
No indication 



Individuals trained: 



Reading specialist/teacher 

Classroom veachers 

Other staff 

Paraprofe ssionals 

Parents 

No indication 



X 



• Training areas* 

Learning theory 

Student background and self 
concept 

Language development 

Motor and perceptual skills 

Right to Read Program 

Diagnostic/ prescriptive 
approach 



Instructional approach 

Instructional materials 

Teaching techniques 

Classroom organization and 
management 

Evaluation 

No indication 



X 
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# Training Methodd: 



Group or individual meetings, seminars, workshops, 
conferences 

School visitations, demonstration teaching, classroom 
observations 

University courses 

Videotaping, audio-visuals, multi*media 
No Indication 



2L 
X 



2. Unit Task Force Activities 
Planning Phase 

Rating of helpfulness: 



Very Not No 

Helpful Helpful ^ Helpful Indication 



UTF Members: 



Consultants 

Administrators 

Reading specialist 

Teachers 

Parents 

Others 

No indication 



X 



Frequency of meetings: 



Very 






No 


Frequent 


Frequent 


InfreQuent 


Indication 








X 
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% Types of Activities: 



Meet with TATs 

Develop proposal or work 
statement 

Needs assessment 

Develop diagnostic/prescriptive 
approach 

Identify objectives 
Gather data 
Complete PPP 



Develop mat^^rlals 
Inservlce training 
Budget 

Information dissemination 
Develop tests 
Evaluation 
No indication 



X 



Implementation Phase 

# Rating of Helpfulness: 



Very 




Not 


No 


Helpful 


Helpful 


Helpful 


Indication 








X 



UTF members: 



Consultants 

Administrators 

Ps^eading specialist 

Teachers 

Parents 

Others 

No indication 



Frequency of Meetings: 



Very 

Frequent Frequent 



No 

Infrequent Indication 
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0 Types of Activities: 



Meet with TATs /consultants 

Develop criteria for student 
Selection or placement 

Student diagnosis 

Identify tutors 

Inservice training 

Develop community involvement 
activities 



Status and reporting activities 

Record progress 

Serve on special committees 

Review program progress 

Information dissemination 

Evaluation 

No indication 



3. Components of Diagnostic/Prescriptive Approach; 



Individualized prescription 
Identification of student skill levels 
Teacher observation 
Contracts 

Individualized instruction 
Progress checklists 
Testing 

Review case histories 
Staff conferences 
Student/teacher conferences 



Supplementary materials 
Games » manipulatives 
Audio- Visual^ Multimedia 
Commercially made programs 
Student grouping 
Special classes 
Skill sessions 
Field trips 

Reading /language center 
Reading specialist, tutors 
Language experience approach 
Basal text instruction 
No indication 



X 
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4. 



Program Location;* 



Reading is taught as a separate subject 

Reading is taught indirectly 
through other subject matter 

Special assistance is provided outside the 
classroom for students in special need of 
reading help 

No indication 



Mean Number of 
Semester Hours 
Reported per Class 



89 



57 



59 



5. 



Student /Teacher Organization: 



Single teacher--multi-subjects 

Reading specialist (responsible for more 
than one class) 

Team teachers 

Students doing cross<-age teaching 

Tutor-specialist 

Tutor-aide 

Other 

No indication 



Mean Number of 
Semester Hours 
Reported per Class 



249 



4B 



24 



11 



6. 



Student Organization: 



Individualized reading instruction 
Small groups (5 or fewer students) 
Large groups (6 or more students) 
No indication 



Mean Number of 
Semester Hours 
Reported per Class 



-2L 



15 



Information on items four through ten was obtained by asking teachers to report 

on each cla.ss they taught* Total number of classes for which data were reported ; 46 
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?• Classroom Language (All Classes Comblned)i 



Standard English 
Non-Standard English 
Spanish > 
French 

American Indian 
language or dialect 

Japanese 
No indication 



Language of Instruction Native Language of Students 
(% of Time Language (% of Students Speaking 
Used) ^ , Language 



99% 



26 



8^ 



Reading Approach: 



Meaning emphasis 
Code emphasis 
Linguistics 
Modified alphabet 
Responsive environment 
Programmed learning 
Individualized reading 
Language experience 
Eclectic or teacher's own 
Other 

No indication 



Mean Number of 
Semester Hours 
Reported per Class 



38 



22 
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Techniques Used for Reading Instruction: 



Machine- based prograninned 
instruction 

Other programmed instruction 
Gaming/simulation 

Instructional TV 
Interactive media 
Intensive involvement 
Discussion groups 
Demonstration- performance 
Lecture 
Contracts 

Use of supplementary materials 
Other 

No indication 



Mean Number of 
Semester Hours 
Reported per Class 



-0- 

Ji 

68 



12 



20 
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10. Classroom Evaluation Procedures: 



Diagnostic reading tests are used with most or 
all students to determine individual reading needs. 

The teacher ha3 formulated or selected 
specific objectives for each student. 

The teacher has formulated or selected 
specific objectives for the entire class. 

The teacher has developed or identified an 
instrument for measuring attitudes toward reading. 

The teacher has developed or identified an 
instrument for measuring attitudes toward 
reading for the entire class « 

Performance of students is measured in 
terms of objectives set for each individual. 

Performance of students is measured in 
terms of objectives set for the entire class. 

Visible records are kept of class performance. 

Records of each student*s performance are kept 
with respect to each objective. 

Students are kept informed of their progress. 
Students are involved in seif-evaluation. 
Parents are informed of students* progress. 
No indication 



Number of 
Classrooms 
in Which 
Procedure 
Use d 

34 
30 
41 



27 



25 



28 



27 



JLQ. 



-2LL. 



44 



26 



45 



11. Total Funding for 1972-73 school year: $60> OOP 
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M AJOR FINDINGS AND RECOMMENDATIONS REPORTED IN 
PftOIECt sfeLF-tlVALUAtlON : 



1, Project Objectives and Degree of Accomplishment 




STUDENT 
Student Attitude 


X 




X 






Student Behavior 


X 








X 


Student Reading Achievement 


X 




X 






Reading- Related Skills 












Teacher Competency 












Teacher Attitude 


X 








X 


Teacher Behavior 












PARENT /COMMUNITY 

Parent /Community 
Involvement 












Parent Attitude 












PROGRAM 
Information Dissemination 












Individualization of 
Instruction 












Innovations 












Inservice Training 












Additional Materials^ 
Services or Personnel 













'J^Sites may have indicated program success under '•Program Objectives 
and Degree of Accomplishment'' or under ''Major Findings*'. The 
reader should refer to both sections for a complete understanding of 
how successful the program was according to data in the self-evaluation. 
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Z. Major Finding 8» 



Major Area 



O 1 LI 1^ Hi LN J. 

Reading: Achievr*ment 




X 




Reading -Related Skills 








Social Skills 








Attitude 






X 


TEACHER 
v^ornpetency 








/\ttltUu6 








Teacher -Student Relations 








Teacher-Staff Relatipns 








PARENT/COMMUNITY 
Support 








Involvement 




X 




PROGRAM 
Success of Inservice Training 




X 




Prop[ram Flexibility 








Helpfulness of Technical Assistance 








Significant Changes in Reading 
Approach 








Individualization of Instruction 


X 






Value of Assistance from 
Aides /Volunteers 










SITE DID NOT CLEARLY STATE FINDINGS 



*Sites may have indicated pirogram success under ''Major Findings" or 
under "Program Objectives and Degree of Accomplishment", The 
readea' should refer to both sections for a complete understanding of 
how successful the program was according to data Iri the self •evaluation. 
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3» Program Recommendations 



Recommendations contained within the self-evaluation reports 
were categorized into the areas listed below. An ''X'* indicates that 
the site made a recommendation with regard to that particular area* 

More^ emphasis on reading-related skills 

Increased emphasis on improving student achievement 

Increased emphasis on improving student attitude 

X More remedial help 

X Increased effort to involve parents /community 
Increased school-parent communications 

X More staff training 

' More emphasis on diagnostic -prescriptive approach 

X More emphasis on individualization of instruction 

X Expand program within school/ school dibtrict 

More materials/equipment/personnel 

Increased emphasis on improving teacher competency 

Increased emphasis on improving teacher attitude 

Improved evaluation techniques 

Re -definition of needs 

^ Improved communication with HEW 

Continued funding 

> 

SITE; DID NOT CLEARLY STATE RECOMMENDATIONS 
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School: 0602 



■ INDIVIDUAL SITE ASSESSMENT 



School 
Qrados: 



0602 



K-6 



A. School Charac teristics 
1. Qeographlc Region 



ABC 



D E* F 



] 



■(•States in this region aret CuloradOf Kansas, Iowa, Missouri 
Minnesota, Montana, Nebraska, North Dakotji, South Dakota 
Utah, Wisconsin, Wyoming 



2» Urban. Rural Index 
Urban 



Suburban 



Rural 



3» Student Population < Total School) 

• Total Reported Enrolltnent 622 



Total Students in Each Grade Level 



Grad e 
K 
1 
2 
3 
4 
5 
6 



No. of Students 
71 

' . ' ^ 1 II .. . ' . III . . III . , ■ 

78 
63 



76 



121 



101 



Graige 
7 
8 
9 

10 
11 
12 



No. of Students 



112 



Student Ethnicity {Total SchooU 

American Indian 

Asian 

Black 

Mexican American 
Puerto Rican 
White 
Other 



Percent 
0,4 
0.5 



0.6 



12 



86.5 
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Right to Road Student Charatteristtcs 

L Amoutit of Tiino it\ Prograwj 1972-73 School Year 

JlT^ST ?^ 2*8ht to Read Studenta In Each Orado Level 
ana Ethnic Breakdown 

Percent 
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c. 



3. lioaOjhp. OaiDB for ?i ScliooJ y<,nv':< 
Vol. n, V, A rox' cMailo(3 roiioH) 



OrnUo Luvol 
(iucludou 0)Uy lovolij 
£ov wliich (lata wcro 
rop ovtoci) 

. -/ i, 

^ :■ .3; ^ 

■ ^ 

6 



My.nn Galo pcir Month St. Dev. 



1.3 



1.5 



1.6 



1.1 



1.5 



pvorall Mean Gain for School 1.4 
(moans adjusted fov diffoving class Bizes) 

Name of SJandnrdiaod 
Toet(8) Used 



SAT 



Right ( o nc dd Te ache v Gharact c vl st i c s 
o Total Number Reported 
o Age 

0 No. Years Teaching Experionco FT***^ 
c Sex 



No. 

Per cent 



Mfilo Female 



10 



> Ethnicity 



0.8 



1.0 



i.o"" 



0.9 



1.0 V 



No. 



Percent 
Degree No. 



Mexican Puerto No 
AmrJnd AsJan Black Ajnor Rican White Other Indicatf^. 


1 


1 


1 




.18 






5 


5 


I . 




VO ,. 







BA or B.S MA or MS PhD 



18 



Other No I ndicatiun 

T— 1 



J 



Area of 
Degree 



Job Title 



No. r~T8 



Human- Fine No htdi 

Educ_^ Soc Sci itJos A;rt« Phv»Sci Math Other cation 

1 I 1 111 1 I —J 



I 



r nr~r " i I 1 t 

Read Reading Bilingual Multi No 



Spec_ Teacher S pec Sub je ct Other Ind ication 



Residential No. r^^'f ^^^ ^ I ^^^^ f'^^^^> ^'^-'^^ | J^ "^^^l No Indication 
Index '—^ — I — . I ■■ — I r \ 



Total number of clacacs for which achievement data were reported: 18^ 
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# Teacher Attitude Toward UifiJa To Read Features 

(figui^os indicate numbur ot toachers responding) No ludica- 

Tn//^^4i..^^^«« tion or Not 

MS£ilXon£««. Includod 





Excellent 


Good 


Adomuxle 


Po(5r 


Very Poor 


in Program 


Parent Involve* 
ment 


2 


3 


' "" '■■ ' -1 
7 


1 




o 
o 


In- service 
Training 


17 


3 


1 








Reading 
Specialist 


7 


9 


2 






3 


Instructional 
Materials 


12 


8 








1 



V Teacher Preference Regarding Continuing ^o 
Teach in Right To Read Program next year: 

Yes 

Yes, if changes are made 

Queslionable 

No 

No Response 
Identification of Project Director 



No; of 
Teachers: 



20 



District 
Supt* 


Principal 


Reading 
Si>ocialist 


Reading 
Teacher 


Classroom 
Teacher 


Other 


No Title 
Indicated 












X 


■ . 1 
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Effectiveness of Right To Read Materials 

• Program Planhlng P^rbcedu re/ 
(PPP) 



Very Not No 

Useful Useful Useful Indication 



(A document with charts guiding the school in such areas as 
parent involvement, IdentiflcMlon and prioritising student 
needs and objectiyeSr identification p approachesj 
materialsiand program orgahii^ations/ A supplied information 
on redirection of existing resources to support the new program) 



Ways in which PPP was used in programs 

Structuring Identification - f Identification Listing Ongoing No 

a nd Planning Student/Teacher Needs of Objectives ^ Priorities ^Eval, Indication 



X 





status and Reporting Center 


Very 
Useful 


Useful 


Not 
Useful 


No 

Indication 




(S aad RC) 











(A document with charts guiding the school in community involve 
ment during planning of activities, and liaison with surrounding 
schools and Right to Read, Washington, D. C) 

..Wsiys in which S and RC was used: 

Program Student/Teacher Task Display Reference 

Planning Needs Assessment Assignments Program Progress Sourc<» 



Forecast Information No 
Outcomes t)i's semination Indication 
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P« Technical Aaeiatant Utilisation 

• Rating of Helpfulness J Very Not No 

Helplul Helpful Helpful Indication 



# Technical Assistant Activities: 



U Program planning 

2» Program implementation 

3, Interpret Right to Read 
planning materials 

4, Work on the Unit Task Force 

5, Develop Work Statement/ 
Proposal 

6* Develop or Identify 
curriculum materials 

7, Needs assessment 

8. Diagnosis/prescription 
9* Identify objectives 

10# Staff development 



X 



11* Identify alternate approaches 
12, Develop team teaching 
13i Observe classes 

14. Advise on parental 
involvement 

15. Recommend consultants * 

1 6. Budget planning 

17. Evaluation 

18. Liaison with Right to Read, 
Washington, D*C. 

19. Plan for 1973^74 program 
20* No indication of activity 
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P arent Involyement 



Ejctent of 
Involvement 



• Activities: 

1, Unit Task Foi'ce 

2« Program planning 

3, Program implementation 

4, Develop materials 

5, Purchase/repair materials 
f>. Aides, tutors, volunteers 

7. Advisory council 

8. Workshops, conferences 



High Medium Low No Indication 



9. Reading is Fundamental 

10, PTA, open hpusoi other 
traditional meetings 

11» Supplementary activities 

1 Community relations 

13. Information dissemination 

14, No Indication 



X 
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Tea<5her Aides 

Percentage of Teachere RejE>ortlng Aides 

# Worked in classroomB 

# Were paid 

# Were; Parent 

Student teacher 

Community organization member 

High school student 

Other 

# Average number of hours aides worked 
per semester 

# Types of Activities Performed: 
Tutoring students 

Marking tests 

Distributing materials 

Working in small and large groups 

Preparing materials 

Liaison with parents and other outside personnel 
Bus monitoring 

Supervising recreational activities in or outside 
class 

Classroom maintenance 
Supervising field trips 
Other 



52% 



56% 



48% 



24% 



188 



X 



X 



X 



X 



X 



Teacher rating of aides < effectiveness (figures* indicate number 
of teachers reporting data) 



Very 
Effective 


Effective 


Ineffective 


Very 

Ineffective 


10 


11 


2 
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Program Characteristics 



!• InsetVice Training ! 

# Individuals responsible for training: 

Consultants 

Technical Assistant Toam (TAT) members 
Project director 
R^padlng specialist 
Classroom teacher 
No Indication 

# Individuals trained: 

Reading specialist/teacher 
Classroom teachers 
Other staff 
Paraprofessionals 

■ ■. ■ Parents, \ . ; ; 

No indication 



# Training areas* 

Learning, theory 

Student background and self 
concept 

Language development 
Motor and perceptual skills 
Right to Read Program 

Diagnostic / prescriptive 
approach 



Instructional approach 

Instructional materials 

Teaching techniques 

Classroom organization and 
management 

Evaluation 

No indication 
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# Training Methods: 



Group or individual meetings, seminars, workshops^ 
conferences 

School visitations* demonstration teaching, classroom 
observations 

University courses 

Video taping, audio-visuals^ multi-media 
No indication 



Unit Task Force Activities 
Planning Phase 

• Rating of helpfulness: Very Not No 

H elpful Helpful Helpful Indic ation 



UTF Members: 



Consultants 

Administrators 

Reading specialist 

Teachers 

Parents 

Others 

No indication 

• Frequency of meetings: 



Very 






No 


Frequent 


Frequent 


Infrequent 


Indication 




X 







X 
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• types of Activities: 



; Meet with TAT 8 

fglbevelop proposal or work 
gpatement . 

|>Need8 assessment 

JiPevelop diagnostlc/prescrlptlvo 
approach 

%Wenti£y objectives 
i||ather data ' :f 
■ Complete PPP 



X 



LJ 



Develop materials 
Inservlce training 
Budget 

Information dissemination 
Develop tests 
Evaluation 
No Indication 



Implementation Phase 



Rating of Helpfulness: 



Very Not . No 

Helpful Helpful Helpful Indication 



UTF members: 



Consultants 

Administrators 

Reading specialist 

Teachers 

Parents 

Others 

No indication 



21 

X 



Frequency of Meetings: 



Very 

Frequent FVequent 



No 

Infrequent Indication 
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# Types of Activities: 



Moot v;ith TATs/consultistnts 

Develop Ctitoria for student 
selection or placement 

Student diagnosis 

Identify tutors 

Inservico training 

Develop community involvement 
activities 



Status and reporting activities 

Record progress 

Serve oh special committees 

Review program progress 

Information dissemination 

Evaluation 

No Indication 



3» Components of Diagnostic/Prescriptive Approach: 



Individualized prescription 
Identification of student skill levels 
Teacher observation 
Cont r^cts 

Individualized instruction 
Progress checklists 
Testing 

Review case histories 
Staff conferences 
Student/teacher conferences 



X 



X 



Supplementary materials 
Games, manlpulatives 
Audio- Visual, Multimedia 
Commercially made programs 
Student grouping 
Special classes 
Skill sessions 
Field trips 

Reading/language center 
Reading speclalisti tutors 
Language experience approach 
Basal text Instruction 
No Indication 
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4. Program Locations* 



Reading Is taught as a separate subject 

Reading is taught indirectly 
through other subject matter 

Special assistance Is pirovided Outside the 
classroom for students in special need of 
reading help 

No indication 



5; StU'Aent /Teacher Organization: 



J^ingle teacher*'*multi-*subjects 

Reading specialist (responsible for more 
than one class) 

Team teachers 

3tuctents doing cross-age teaching 

Tutor -specialist 

Tutor-aide 

Other 

No indication 

6/ Student Organization: 

^ Individualized reading instruction 
Small groups (5 or fewer students) 
' Large groups (6 or more students) 
No indication 



Mean Number of 
Semester Hours 
Reported per Class 



103 

Via 



76 



Mean Number of 
Semester Hours 
Reported per Class 

236 



45 



38 
7 

16 
27 



Mean Number of 
Semester Hours 
Reported per Class 



^Information on items four through ten was obtained by asking teachers to report 
on each class they taught. Total number of classes for which data were reported: 25 



7* 



Classroom Language (All Classes Combined)* 



Standard English 
Non -St anda rd Eng li sh 
Spanish 
French 

American Indian 
language or dialect 

Japanese 
No indication 



Language of Instruction Native Language of Students 
(% of Time Language (% of Students Speaking 
Used) Language 



100% 



92% 



8. 



Reading Approach: 



Meaning emphasis 
Code emphasis 
Linguistics 
Modified alphabet 
Responsive environment 
Programmed learning 
Individualissed reading ' 
Language experience 
Eclectic or teacher^ s own 
Other 

No indication 



Mean Number of 
Semester Hours 
Reported per Class 



26 



22 



11 



34 



4± 
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9. 



Techniques Used iot Reading Instruction: 



Machine - based progranamed 
instruction 

Other programmed instruction 
Gaming/simulation 

Instructional TV 
Interactive media 
Intensive Involvement 
Discussion groups 
Demonstration- performance 
Lecture 
Contracts 

Use of supplementary materials 
Other 

ISfo indication 



Mean Number of 
Semester Hours 
Reported por Class 



10 



3Z 



8 



38 



il ERIC 
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10, Classroom Evaluation Procedures: 



Diagnostic reading tests are used with most or 
all students to determine individual reading needs. 

The teacher has formulated or selected 
specific objectives for each student. 

The teacher has formulated or selected 
specific objectives for the entire class. 

The teacher has developed or identified an 
instrument for measuring attitudes toward reading. 

The teabher has developed or identified an 
instrument for measuring attitudes toward 
reading for the entire class. 

Performance of students is measured in 
terms of objectives set for each individual. 

Performance of students is measured in 
terms of objectives set for the entire class. 

Visible records are kept of class performance. 

Records of each student^s performance are kept 
with respect to each objective* 

Students are kept informed of their progress. 
Students are involved in self-evaluation. 
Parents are informed of students' progress. 
No indication 



Number of 
Classrooms 
in Which 
Procedure 
Used 

24 
19 



25 
17 



10 



20 



11 



22 



17 



22 



20 



25 



11. Total Funding for 1972-73 school year: $ 40| 000 
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3, MAJOR FINDINGS AND RECOMMENDATIONS REPORTED IN 



1. Project Objectives and Degree of Accomi,>llshment * 




STUDENT 
Student Attitude 


X 








X 


Student Behavior 












Student Reading Achievement 


X 


X 








Keadint^- Related Skills 


X 


X 








TEACHER 
Teacher Competency 












Teacher Attitude 












Teacher Behavior 












PARENT/COMMUNITY 


X 


X 








Parer^t/Community 
Involvement 


Parent Attitude 












PROGRAM 
Information DU semination 












Individualization of 
Instruction 


X 


X 








Iimovations 












Inservice Training 












Additional Materials^ 
Services or Personnel 













*Sites may have indicated program success under "Program Objectives 
and Degree of Accomplishment*' or under '^Major Findings'*. The 
reader should refer to both sections for a complete understanding of 
how successful the program was according to data in the self*evaluation. 
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2, Ma<o» Flndlng8» 



Major Area 




STUDENT 
Reading Achievement 


X 






Readinfi- Related Skills 


X 






Social Skills 








Attitude 






X 


TEACHER 
Competency 








Attitude 








TeacherrStudent Relations 








Teacher-Staff Relations 








PARENT/COMMUNITY 
Support 








Involvement 


X 






PROGRAM 
Success of Inservice Training: 








Program Flexibility 








Helpfulness of Technical Assistance 








Significant Changes in Reading 
Approach 








Individualization of Instruction 


X 






Value of Assistance from 
Aides/Volunteers 









SITE DID NOT CLEARLY STATE FINDINGS 



>('Sites may have indicated program success under V*Major Findings'^ or 
under '^Program Objectives and Degree of Accomplishment's The 
reader should refer to both sections for a complete understanding of 
how successful the program was according to data in the self evaluation* 
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3. Progrant Recommendationa 



Recommendations contained within the 66l£-6val^^^ 
were categorized into the areae liated below. An ^'X" indicates that 
the site made a recommendation with regard to that particular area, 

" More emphasis on reading-related skille 
; Increased emphasis on improving student achievement 
- Increased emphasis on improving student attitude 
■ More remedial help 
X Increased effort to Involve parents/community 

Increased school-parent communications 
X More staff training 

X More emphasis on diagnostic- prescriptive approach 

More emphasis on individualization of instruction 
X Expand program within school/ school district 

^ More materials/equipment/personnel 

Increased emphasis on improving teacher competency 

Increased emphasis on improving teacher attitude 

^ ^ ^ Improved evaluation techniques 

Re -definition of needs 

improved communication with HEW 
^ Continued funding 

SITE DID NOT CLEARLY STATE RECOMMENDATIONS 
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School: 0801 



ERIC 



INDIVIDUAL SITE ASSESSMENT 



School!^ 
Qrados! 



0801 



K-5 



Scbool CharactorUtictt 
1. Geographic Rogion 



A D* C D EF 



fStates in this region ares D.C., Delaware, lUinoia, Indlanai 
Maryland, Michigan, Ohio, Pennsylvania, Virginia, West 
Virginia 



2. Urban-Rural Index 
Urban 



Suburban 



Rural 



3. Student Population (Total School) 



Total Reported Enrollment 928 
Total Students in Each Grade Level 



G r a de No. of Students 
109 



K 
1 

2 
3 
4 
5 
6 



153 



143 



174 



176 



173 



Grade No. of Students 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 



Student Ethnicity (Total School) 

American Indian 

Asian 

Black 

Mexican American 
Puerto Rican 
White 
Other 



Percent 



90 



10 



121 



.>j:Vr-ii.;-.'>'.~ V ; 



Right to Read Student Charact^Hatics 

. 1. Amount of Time in Progrftp\j 1972-73 School Year 
2. Numbei? of Right to Read Students In Each Grade Level 



and Ethnic Breakdown 




J ERIC 
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3, Uoadltjf. Oainu fov" 19V;:-7:i School Voar»'.' 
(boo Vol. JI, V, A lo).- (k'tullcd r(ii.oj;l) 

if Gradij l^-vol 

Onclurlijo oiily loYolK 
ior which data woi'c 
ropoi rt od) J ^ I 

1 

2 
3 
4 
5 
6 



o Ovoi-all Mean Gain for School 
(meanfi adjusted for differing 

t> Name of Slundardiiicd 
TesKts) Used 



Lee Clark; CTBS 



ui Gain j)or Month 


St. ):)ov. 


2.9 


0.8 


0.6 


0.8 


1.7 


1.2 


1.7 


. A,^ 


1.4 




1.6 


1.3 



Right to Read Toachoy Charact6tlstxc« 
o Total Nuniboi* Ropovtod 

0 Ago 

d No. Yekrs Tenchlng E>;p«ricncc 



Moan 3Ra n{» o 

I ■ l . ? 3.6. I . . "^1 



Sex 



Male FoiTialo 



No. 



3 






12 




$8 



« Ethnicity 

No. 

Percent 


Mexican Puerto No 
Amrind Asian Black Amer Rlcan White Other hidi cation 


1 


10 






13 


\ 




4 


40 






S2 , 


4 





Degree 

Area of 
Degree 



Job Title 



BA or BS MA or MS 

No. rti ~ 



r 



PhD 



Other No Indication 

~~~i~ z 



Human- Fine . Nq L\dl* 

Educ S oc Sci itiofe Arts PhysSci M ath Other cation 

tMTi"::^ T- — I I / \ I i 1 



Read Reading Bilingual Multi No 
Spec Teacher Spec Snbioct Other Indication 
< I I I 22 I 2 I "J 



« . , , Inner City Urban Suburban Rural No Indication 
Residential No. j l - 'yj — — r-^ \ ' ■ } 1 

J^jJgjJ 1 J 1 



)•( . 

Total number of clasfscs for which achievement data wore reported: 18 



Teacher Attitudo Toward Right To Road Feature's 

(figures indicate number of toachorn responding) No IncUca- 

Trffi»>.tiw«v,ft*,*> tion or Not 

Effecti ve noms included 





Excellent 


Good 


Adequate 


Poor 


Very Poor 


in Proiiram 


Parent Involve- 
ment 


3 


5 


4 


3 




10 


In-8oi^vice 
Training 


8 


8 


6 






3 ■ ' 


Reading 
Specialist . 




4 


5 






16 


Instructional 
Materials 


16 


7 








2 



i» Teacher Preference Regarding Continuing <o 
Teach in Right To Read Program next year: 

Yes 

Yes, if changes are made 

Questionable 

No 

No Response 
Identification of Project Director 



District 



No; of 
Teachers: 



23 



Reading Reading Clasoroonj No Title 

Specialist Teacher Tencher Other IncHcated 
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E, Effectiveness of Right To Read Materials 

• Program Planning Procedure 
{PPP) 



Very Not No 

Useful Useful Useful Indication 



(A document with .harts guiding the school in such areas as 
parent involvement, identification and priori tis&ing of student 
needs and objectivesi identification of basic reading approaches, 
materials»and program organizations. Also supplied information 
on redirection of existing resources to support the new program^ 



Ways in which PPP was used in program: 

Structuring Identification of Identification Listing Ongoing No 

and Planning Student/Teacher Needs of Objectives Priorities Eval Indication 



(S and RC) 



Very Not 
Useful Useful Useful 


No 

Indication 






X 





(A document with charts guiding the school in community involve- 
ment during planning of activities, and liaison with surrounding 
schools and Right to Read, Washington^ D, Cj 

Ways in which S and RC was used: 

Program Student/Teacher Task Display Reference 

Planning Needs Assessment Assignments Program Progress Source 



Forecast Information No 
Outcomes Oi'sseml'nation Indication 
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F, Technical Aaatatant Utilization 



• Rating of Helpfulness! 

■ 1 


Very 




Not 


No 


Helpful 


Helpful 


Helpful 


Indication 










X 1 



Technical Assistant Activities; 



1. Program planning 

2. Program Implementation 

3i Interpret Right to Read 
planning materials 

4, Work on the Unit Task Force 

5, Develop Work Statement/ 
Proposal 

6, Develop or identify 
curriculum materials 

7« Needs assessment 

8« Diagnosis/prescription 

9» Identify objectives 

10. Staff development 



X 



X 



Ih Identify alternate approaches 

12« Develop team teaching 

13« Observe classes 

14. Advise on parental 
involvement 

15» Recommend consultants 

16« Budget planning 

17. Evaluation 

18. Liaison with Right to Read, 
Washington, D,C, 

19. Plan for 1973-74 program 
20» No Indication of activity 



Oi Parent Involvement 



# ^ Extent of 

Involvement 



• Activities: 

\. Unit Task Fo tee 

2/ Program planning 

3* Program Implementation 

4. Develop materials 

5, Purchase/repair material 
6t Aides^ tutors, volunteers 
7, Advisory council 

8» Workshops I conferences 



High Medium Low No Indication 



X 



9. Readini;; Is Fundamental 

10, PtAj open house, other 
traditional meetings 

11, Supplementary activities 

12, Community relations 

13, information dissemination 

14, No Indication 
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Teacher Aide i 

Percentage of Te^^chers Reporting Aides 

• Worked in classrooms 

• Were paid 

• Weres Parent 

Student teacher 

Community organization member 

High school student 

Other 

• Average number of hours aides >vorked 
per semester 

• Types of Activities Performed: 
Tutoring students 

Marking tests 

Distributing materials 

Working in small and large groups 

Preparing materials 

Liaison with parents and other outside personnel 
Bus monitoring 

Supervising recreational activities in or outside 
class 

Classroom maintenance 
Supervising field trips 
Other 



25% 



23% 



18% 
1 % 



4 % 



8 % 



4 % 



106 



Teacher rating of aides^ effectiveness (figurej indicate number 
of teachers reporting data) 



Very 
Effective 


Effective 


Ineffective 


Very 

Ineffective 


16 


9 
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!• Program Characteristics 

h Inservice Training ; 

• Individuals responsible for training: 
Consultants 

Technical Assistant Team (TAT) members 
Project director 
Reading specialist 
Classroom teacher 
No indication 



Individuals trained: 

Reading specialist/teacher 

Classroom teachers 

Other staff 

Paraprofessionals 

Parents 

No indication 



X 



# Training areas* 

Learning theory 

Student background and self 
concept 

Language development 

Motor and perceptual skills 

Right to Read Program 

Diagnostic/ prescriptive 
approach 



Instructional approach 

Instructional materials 

Teaching techniques 

Classroom organization and 
management 

Evaluation 

No indication 



X 
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• 



Training Methods: 



Group or individual meetings, seminars, workshops, 
conferences 

School visitations, demonstration teaching, classroom 
observations 

University courses 

Video taping, audio -visuals, multi-media 
No indication 



X 



X 



2. Unit Task Force Activities 
Planning Phase 
• Rating of helpfulness: 



Very 




Not 


No 


Helpful 


Helpful 


Helpful 


Indication 








X 



UTF Members: 



Consultants 

Adniinistrators 

Reading specialist 

Teachers 

Parents 

Others 

No indication 



Frequency of meetings; 



Very 
Frequent 



No 

Frequent Infrequent Indication 



n Types of Activities: 



Meet with TATs 

Develop proposal ot work 
statement 

Needs assessment 

Develop diagnostic/prescriptive 
approach 

Identify objective s 
Gather data 
Complete PPP 



Develop materials 
Inservice training 
Budget 

Information dissemination 
Develop tests 
Evaluation 
No indication 



X 



Implementation Phase 

• Rating of Helpfulness: 



Very 



Not 



No 



Helpful 


Helpful 


Helpful 


Indication 






X 





UTF meml)ers: 



Consultants 

Administrators 

Reading specialist 

Teachers 

Parents 

Others 

No indication 



X 



Frequency of Meetings: 



Very 

Frequent Frequent 



Infrequent 



No 

Indication 
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# Types of Activities; 



Meet with TATs /consultants 

Develop ctitqria for student 
Selection or placement 

Student diagnosis 

Identify tutors 

Inservice training 

Develop comnrjunity involvement 
activities 



Status and reporting activities 

Record progress 

Serve on special committees 

Review program progress 

Information dissemination 

Evaluation 

No indication 



3. Components of Diagnostic/Prescriptive Approach: 



Individualized prescription 
Identification of student skill levels 
Teacher observation 
Contracts 

Individualized instruction 
Progress checklists 
Testing 

Kt'xiew case histories 
Staff conferences 
Student/teacher conferences 



X 



Supplementary materials 
GameS| manipulatives 
Audio- Visual, Multimedia 
Commercially made programs 
Student grouping 
Special classes 
Skill Sessions 
Field trips 

Reading/language center 
Reading specialist, tutors 
Language experience approach 
Basal text instruction 
No indication 



ERIC 



132 



4/ 



Program Location:* 



Reading Is taught as a separate subject 

Reading Is taught Indirectly 
through other subject matter 

Special assistance Is provided outside the 
classroom for students in special need of 
reading help 

No indication 



Mean Number of 
Semester Hours 
Reported per Class 



120 



171 



30 



5. Student /Teacher Organization; 



Single teacher--multl-8ubjects 

Reading specialist (responsible for more 
than one class) 

Team teachers 

Students doing cross -age teaching 

Tutor^specialist 

Tutor-aide 

Other 

No indication 



Mean Number of 
Semester Hours 
Reported per Class 



304 



10 



60 



6. 



Student Organization: 



Individualized reading instruction 
Small groups (5 or fewer students) 
Large groups (6 or more students) 
No indication 



Mean Number of 
Semester Hours 
Reported per Class 



37 



Information on items four through ten was obtained by asking teachers to report 
on each class they taught. Total number of classes for which data were reported: 
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7. Claddfoom Language (All Classes Combined)* 



Standard English 
Non-Standard English 
Spanish 
French 

American Indian 
language or dialect 

Japanese 
No indication 



Language of Instruction Native Language of Students 
(% of Time Language (% of Students Speaking 
^'Sed) , Language) 



98% 



99% 



8. 



Reading Approach: 



Meaning emphasis 
Code emphasis 
Linguistics 
Modified alphabet 
Responsive environment 
Programmed learning 
Individualized reading 
Language experience 
Eclectic or teacher^s own 
Other 

No indication 



Mean Number of 
Semester Hours 
Reported per Class 



24 



34 



22 



67 



47 



2i_ 



21. 
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Techniques Used for Reading Instructlonj 



Machine- based programmed 
Instruction 

Other programmed Instruction 
Gaming/ simulation 
Instructional TV 
Interactive media 
Intensive involvement 
Discussion groups 

Demonstration- performance 

Lecture 

Contracts 

Use of supplementary materials 
Other 

No indication 



Mean Number of 
Semester Hours 
Reported per Class 



47 
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Classrooni Bvaluation Pfocedureaj 



Diagnostic jreading tests are used with most or 
all students to determine individual reading needs. 

The teacher has formulated or selected 
specific objectives lor each student. 

The teacher has formulated or selected 
specific objectives for the entire class. 

The teacher has developed or identified an 
instrument for measuring^attitudes toward reading, 

The teacher has developed or identified an 
instrument for measuring attitudes toward 
reading for the entire class. 

Performance of students is m&asured in 
terms of objectives set for each individual. 

Performance of students is measured in 
terms of objectives set for the entire class. 

Visible records. are kept of class performance. 

Records of each student's performance are kept 
with respect to each objective. 

Students are kept informed of their progress. 
Students are involved in self- evaluation. 
Parents are informed of students' progress. 
No indication 



Number of 
Classrooms 
in Which 
Procedure 
.Use d 

23 
25 
23 



23 



13 



23 



19 



25 



24 



25 



Total Funding for 1972-73 school year? $40, OOP 
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J. MAJOR FINDINGS AND RECOMMENDATIONS REPORTED tti 
PROJECT SBL^.E VALUAYCT ~ ^ 



1. Project Objectives and Degfee ot AccompUehment » 




STUDENT 
Student Attitude 


X 








X 


Student Behavior 


X 








X 


Student Reading Achievement 


X 




X 






Reading. Related Skills 


X 








X 


TEACHER 
Teacher Competency 












Teacher Attitude 












Teacher Behavior 












PARENT/COMMUNITY 

Parent/Comilnunity 
Involvement 






X 






Parent Attitude 


X 


X 








PROGRAM 
Information Dissemination 












Indlvldualisatlon of 
Instruction 












Innovations 












Inservice Training 












Additional Materials, 
Services or Personnel 













*Site8 may have indicated program success under "Program Objectives 
and Degree of Accomplishment'^ or under "Major Findings"* The 
reader should refer to both sections for a complete understanding of 
how successful the program was according to data in the self*evaluation. 



137 



Major Area 




STUDENT 
ReadluK Achievement 






X 


Readinis -* Related Skills 








Social Skills 








Attitude 








TEACHER 
Competency 








Attitude 








Teacher ^Student Relations 








Teacher^Staff Relations 








PARENT/COMMUNITY 
Support 


X 






Involvement 








PROGRAM 
Success of Inservice Training: 


X 






Program Flexibility 








Helpfulness of Technical Assistance 








Significant Changes in Reading 
Approach 








Individual! asation of Instruction 








Value of Assistance from 
Aldei/ Volunteers 









SITE DID NOT CLEARLY STATE FINDINGS 



*5«Sites may have indicated program success under '*Major Findings'' or 
under ^'Program Objectives and Degree of Accomplishment"* The 
reader should refer to both sections for a complete understanding of 
how successful the program was according to data in the self-evaluation. 
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Recommendations contained within the 8 elf -evaluation report* 
were categorized into the areas listed below. An "X" indicates that 
the site made a recommendation with regard to that particular area. 

More emphasis on reading-related skills 
Increased emphasis on improving student achievement 
Increased emphasis on improving student attitude 
. , More remedial help 

JC_ Increased effort to involve parents /community 

^"creased school-parent communications 

X More staff training 

emphasis on diagnostic -prescriptive approach 

I 

More emphasis on individualization of instruction 

Expand program within school/ school district 

More materials/equipment/personnel 

Increased emphasis on improving teacher competency 

Increased emphasis on improving teacher attitude 

____ Improved evaluation techniques 

Re -definition of needs 

Improved communication with HEW 

Continued funding 

SITE DID NOT CLEARLY STATE RECOMMENDATIONS 
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ill 



School: iOOl 



ERIC 



INDIVIDUAL SITE ASSESSMENT 



School 
Grades: 



1001 



1-7 



School Characturistics 

A B C* D E F* 
1. Gcbgraphic Rofilon j t | X I I I I 

^States In this region ares Alabama, Florida, Georgia, 
Kentucky, Louisiana, Mississippi, North Carolina, South 
Carolina, Tennessee 



2, Urban- Rural Index 
Urban 



3. 



Suburban 



Rural 



Student Population (Total School) 
• Total Reported Enrollment 



810 



Total Students in Each Grade Level 

Grade No. of Students Grade No. of Students 



K 




7 


1 


133 


8 


2 


135 


9 


3 


124 


10 


4 


112 


11 


5 


95 


12 


6 


117 





94 



Student Ethnicity (Total School) 

American Indian 

Asian 

Black 

Mexican American 
Puerto Rican 
White 
Other 



Percent 



91 
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B, Right to Read Student Characterlatlcs 



1. Amount of Time in Programj 1972-73 School Year 

Z, Number of Right to Read Students in Each Grade Level 
and Ethnic Breakdown 



1 

Grade 


Total 
No. of 
Studonts 


Percent 


American 
Indian 


Black 


Mexican 
American 


Asian 
American 


Puerto 
Rican 


White 


Other 


K 


















1 


133 




5 








95 




2 


135 




7 








93 


-j 


3 


124 




7 








93 


1 


4 


1 12 




10 








90 




5 


95 




10 








90 


J 

1 


6 


117 




12 








88 


7 


94 




12 








88 


1 

i 


8 


















9 


















10 

^m. 1 ■ ,....1.. ^ , 


! 


1 

i 
1 








i 


11 




1 












i 


12 








1. ■ ■ 








1 

1 










1 1 








1 


















« 


















1 

1 










1 











o 
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RonUinfi Oi'iM for 1972-73 SoliooJ Y«ai-»!« 
(too Vol, n, V, jtojf dulullod ropoi't) 



Qr«<lo Levol >!«<• 
(includus oiily lovols 
ior wlilcli data woi«o 
yopox'tucl) 



Moon 0»in )w Month St. jpftv. 



0.9 



_ o.a. 



.3 ■ 

' 4 ■ ■ ■ 
$ 
7 

Ovorall Mean Gain for School . _^ ^ 

(moans adjusted £ov differing class alzos) "*"* 

SA T, Stanford Diagnostic 



0.6 



0.7 



1.0 



1.3 



0.9 



0.9 



Name of Standardijaed 
Test(8) Used 



C. Right to Road Teacher Charactorlstics 
0 Total Number Reported 

o Ago 

No, Years Teaching Experience 

• Sox No. 

Percent 



rn 



Mean 

l£3 



Ran ^o 



22-47 



[6 1 i"'i-.Tr 


Malo 




Fomalo 


m 










100 



Mexican Puerto No 
Ethnicity Anrtrlnd Asian Black Ainer Rican White Other Indication 

No. 
Percent 







1 ■ 






-ft"- 






16 










73- 







Degree 

Area of 
Degree 



Job Title 



BA or BS MA or MS 
No. I 11 



I 



1 



r 



PhD Other No Indlcatio)) 

I I — ' I 



Human- Fine No hidi- 

Edxic Soc Sci ittos Arts PhysSci Math Other cation 
No. { 11 I 



I 



I 



I 



Road Reading Bilingual Multi No 
Spec Teacher Spec Subject Other Indication 
No. I I ? I ' i 9 I I ~ 



Inner City Urban Suburban Rural No Indication 
Residential No. I I 3 1 9 I j 1 

Index 



|||*TotaVnum of clasfscB for which achievement data were reported ; ^4 
|||^^*t)oes not include combined grades 
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o Toacher Attitude Toward Right To Road Featuro? 

(flgaros indicate number of toachova responding) No Indlca- 

t.v/^/>ftt/A^i^r>r> tlon or Not 

Included 





Excellent 


Good 


Adequate 


Poor 


Very Poor 


in Program 


Parent Involve- 

4 1 1 V 1* ^ 


4 


4 


1 








In«8ervice 
Training 


5 


4 


I 






2 


Reading 
Specialist 


10 


1 


1 








Instructional 
Materials 


10 


1 


1 









c» Teacher Preference Regarding Continuing ^o 
Teach in Right To Read Program next year: 

Yes 

Yes, if changes are made 

Questionable 

No 

No Responoe 
D. Identification of Proiect Director 



No; of 
Teacherst 



10 



Distx^ict Reading Reading Classroom No Title 

Supi* Principal Specialist Teacher Teacher Other Indicated 



] 



Director of County Schools Reading Center 
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E, Effectiveness of Right To Read Materia ls 

# Program Planning Procedure 
(PPP) 



Very Not No 

Useful Useful Useful Indication 



(A document with charts guiding the school in such areas as 
parent involvement, identification and prloritlsBing of student 
needs ^nd objectivesi identification of basic reading approaches » 
material6,and program organizations^ Also supplied information 
on redirection of existing resources to support the new program) 



Ways in which PPP was used in program: 



Structuring 
and Planning 


Identification of 
Student/Teacher Needs 


Identification 
of Objectives 


Listing 
Priorities 


Ongoing 
Eval. 


No 

Indication 












X 



Very Not No 

• Status and Reporting Center Useful Useful Useful Indication 

(S a;id RC) 



(A document with charts guiding the school in community involve 
ment during planning of activities^ and liaison with surrounding 
schools and Right to Read, Washington, D» C.) 

Ways in which S and RC was usedt 

Program Student/Teacher Task Display Reference 

Planning Needs Assessment Assignments Program Progress Source 



Forecast Information No 
Outcomes Dissemination Indication 



ERIC 
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F* Technical Assistant UtilUation 

• Rating of Helpfulness: Very Not No 

Helpful Helpful Helpful Indication 



X 



Technical Assistant Activities: 



h Program planning 

2. Program implementation 

3. Interpret Right to Read 
planning materials 

4* Work on the Unit Task Force 

5. Develop Work Statement/ 
Proposal 

6. Develop or identify 
curriculum materials 

7. Needs assessment 

8« Diagnosis /prescription 
9» Identify objectives 
10. Staff development 



X 



X 



1 1, Identify alternate approaches 

12, Develop team teaching 
13* Observe classes 

14, Advise on parental 
involvement 

15, Recommend consultants 

16, Budget planning 

17, Evaluation 

18, Liaison with Right to Read, 
Washingtoni D.C. 

i9» Plan for 1973-74 program 

20, No indication of activity 



X 



X 
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Oi Parent Involvement 



• Extent of 

Involvement 



# Activities: 
Unit Task Force 
Program planning 
Program Implementation 
Develop materials 
Purchase /repair materials 
Aides, tutors, volunteers 
Advisory council 
Workshops, conferences 



X 



High 


Medium 


Low 


No Indication 




X 







9, Reading is Fundamental 

10» PTA^ open house* other 
traditional meetings 

11, Supplementary activities 

12, Community relations 

13, Information dissemination 
14» No indication 



t 
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Teacher Aides 

Percentage of Teacherd Reporting Aides 

• Worked in classrooms 

• Were paid 

• Were; Parent 

Student teacher 

Community organization member 

High school student 

Other 

• Average number of hours aides worked 
per semester 

• Types of Activities Performed; 
Tutoring students 

Marking tests 

Distributing materials 

Working in small and large groups 

Preparing materials 

Liaison witl. parents and other outside personnel 
Bus monitoring 

Supervising recreational activities in or outside 
class 

Classroom maintenance 
Supervising field trips 
Other 



88% 



82% 



76% 



281 



X 



X 



Teacher rating of aides* effectiveness (figures indicate number 
of teachers reporting data) 



Very 






Very 


Effective 


Effective 


Ineffective 


Ineffective 


10 


5 
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I. Program Characteristics 



U Inaervice training ! 

# Individuals responsible for training: 
Consultants 

Technical Assistant T cam (TAT) members 
Project director 
Reading specialist 
Classroom teacher 
No indication 



X 



X 



Individuals trained: 



Reading specialist/teacher 

Classroom teachers 

Other staff 

Paraprofessionals 

Parents 

No indication 



X 



• Training areas* 

Learning theory 

Student background and self 
concept 

Language development 

Motor and perceptual skills 

Right to Read Program 

Diagnostic / prescriptive 
approach 



X 



Instructional approach 

Instructional materials 

Teaching techniques 

Classroom organization and 
management 

Evaluation 

No indication 



X 



Training Methods: 

Group or Individual meetings, seminars, workshops, 
conferences 

School visitations, demonstration teaching, classroom 
observadons 

University courses 

Video taping, audio -visuals, multi-media 
No Indication 



2L 

X 
X 



2, Unit Task Force Activities 
Planning Phase 
• Rating of helpfulness; 



Very 
Helpful 


Helpful 


Not 

Helpiul 


No 

Indication 








X 



UTF Members: 



Consultants 

Administrators 

Reading specialist 

Teachers 

Parents 

Others 

No indication 



Frequency of meetings: 



Very 
Frequent 



No 

Fr.Quent Infrequent Indication 



X 
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Types of Activities: 



m 



Meet with TAT 8 



Develop propoaal or work 
j^Atement 

Needs assessment 

Develop diagnostic /prescriptive 
approach 

Identify objectives 
Gather data 
Complete PPP 



Develop materials 
Inservlce training 
Budget 

Information dissemination 
Develop teats 
Evaluation 
No indication 



Implementation Phase 



Rating of Helpfulness: 



Very Not No 

Helpful Helpful Helpful Indication 



UTF members: 



Consultants 

Administrators 

Reading specialist 

Teachers 

Parents 

Others 

No indication 



Frequency of Meetings: 



Very 

Frequent FVequent 



No 

Infrequent Indication 



151 



• Types of Activities: 



Meat with TATs/consulunts 

Develop criteria for student 
soiectlon or placement 

SiuUeal diagnosis 

Identify tutors 

Inservlce training 

Develop community Involvement 
activities 



X 



Status and reporting activities 

Record progress 

ServQ on special committees 

Review program progress 

Information dissemination 

Evaluation 

No Indication 



3» Components of Diagnostic /Prescriptive Approach: 



Individualized prescription 
Identification of student skill levels 
Teacher observation 
Cont racts 

Individualized Instruction 
Progress checklists 
Testing 

Review case histories 

Staff conferences 

Student /teacher conferences 



X 



Supplementary materials 
QameS| manlpulatives 
Audio- Visual, Multimedia 
Commercially made programs 
Student grouping 
Special classes 
Skill sessions 
Field trips 

Reading/language center 
Reading specialist, tutors 
Language experience approach 
Basal text Instruction 
No Indication 
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4. 



Program Locations* 



Roadlng id taught as a separate subject 

Reading Is taught Indirectly 
through other subject matter 

Special assistance Is provided outside the 
classroom for students in special need of 
reading help 

No indication 



Mean Number of 
Semester Hours 
Reported per Class 



182 



318 



75 



5. Studant/Teacher Organization: 



Single teacher --multi -subjects 

Reading specialist (responsible for more 
than one class) 

Team teachers 

Students doing cross -age teaching 

Tutor-specialist 

Tutor-aide 

Other 

No indication 



Mean Number of 
Semester Hours 
Reported per Class 



272 



34 



45 



110 



25 



6. 



Student Organization: 



Individualized reading instruction 
Small groups (5 or fewer students) 
Large groups (6 or more students) 
No indication 



Mean Number of 
Semester Hours 
Reported per Class 



48 



25 



219 



Information on items four through ten was obtained by asking teachers to report 

on each class they taught. Total number of classes for which data were reported; 17 
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?• Classroom Language (All Classes Combined)* 



Standard English 
Non'*Standard English 
Spanish 
French 

American Indian 
language or dialect 

Japanese 
No indication 



Language of Instruction Native Language of Students 
(% of Time Language (% of Students Speaking 
Used) , Language 



100% 



97% 



1 



8. 



R^^ading Approach: 



Mean Number of 
Semester Hours 
Reported per Class 



Meaning emphasis 
Code emphasis 
Linguistics 
Modified alphabet 
Responsive environment 
Programmed learning 
Individualized reading 
Language experience 
Eclectic or teacher's own 
Other 

No indication 



62 



33 



22 



14 



45 



ERIC 
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Techniques Used for Reading Instruction: 



Machine* based progrannmed 
instruction 

Other prog ramnmed Instruction 
Gaming/simulation 

Instructional TV 
Interactive media 
Intensive involvement 
Dijcussion groups 
Demonstration- performance 
Lecture 
Contracts 

Use of supplementary materials 
Other 

No indication 



Mean Number of 
Semester Hours 
Reported per Clas 



Ji 

11 
11 
11 

12. 

0 
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10, Classroom Evaluation Procedures; 



• Diagnostic reading testa ar^ used with most or 

all students to determine individual reading needs. 

• The teacher has formulated or selected 
specific objectives for each student/ 

• The teacher has formulated or selected 
specific objectives for the entire class, 

• The teacher has developed or identified an 
instrument for measuring attitudes toward reading, 

• The teacher has developed or identified an 
instrument for measuring attitudes toward 
reading for the entire class. 

• Performance of students is measured in 
terms of objectives set for each individual. 

• Performance of students is measured in 
terms of objectives set for the entire class « 

• Visible records are kept of class performance, 

• Records of each student^s performance are kept 
with respect to each objective, 

• Students are kept informed of their progress, 

• Students are involved in self* evaluation, 

• Parents are informed of students* progress. 

• No indication 



11. Total Funding for 1972-73 school year; $50i OOP 
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Jf. MAJOR FINPrnOS AND RECOMMENDATIONS REPORTED IN 
• PROJECT 5ELy..BVALUAT l 5| i^ — ' ^ 

1 . Project Objectives and Degree of Acconnpltshment * 




STUDENT 
Student Attitude 












Sttid^ht Bfihavioi* 












Studexiit Readiiiff Achievomont 


V 




V 

i A.. , 






ReadlncE'* Related Skills 


V 








V 


TEACHER 
Teacher Competency 


X 










Teacher Attitude 












Teacher Behavior 












PARENT/COMMUNITY 

Parent/Community 
Involvement 












Parent Attitude 












PROGRAM 
Information Dissemination 












Individualization of 
Instruction 












Innovations 












Inservice Training 


X 


X 








Additional MaterialSi 
Services or Personnel 













'•'Sites may have indicated program success under ^'Program Objectives 
and Degree of Accomplishment'' or under ''Major Findings'*. The 
reader should refer to both sections for a complete understanding of 
how successful the program was according to data in the self-evaluation« 
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Mitlo Findings* 



i 




STUDENT 
ReadlnR Achievement 








ReAdine •'Related Skills 








Q/%/^t ill Cl^ill a 
OOvlcti DKlllS 








/Vitivucie 








Competency 




.. X . 




Attitude 








Teacher -^Student Relations 








Teacher -Staff Relations 




— . — 




PARENT/COMMUNITY 
Suppoirt 








Involvement 








PROGRAM 
Success of Inservice Training 








Program FlexiblUtv 








Helpfulness of Technical Assistance 








Significant Changes in Reading 
Approach 








Individualization of Instruction 








Value o£ Assistance from 
^ Aides/Volunteers 









SITE DID NOT CLEARLY STATE FINDING > 



^Sltes may have indicated program success under ''Major Findings*^ or 
under ^'Program Objectives and Degree of Accomplishment". The 
reader should refer to both sections for a complete understanding of 
how successful the program was according to data In the self-evaluation, 
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3. Program Recommendations 



Recommendations contained within the self -evaluation reports 
were categorized into the areas listed below. An "X'* indicates that 
the site made a recommendation with regard to that particular area, 

Mor^:> emphasis on readings-related skills 

Increased emphasis on Improving student achievement 

Increased emphasis on improving student attitude 

More romedial help 

Increased effort to involve parents /community 
Increased school-parent communications 

More staff training 

X More emphasis on dlagnostlc«prescrlptlve approach 

^ More emphasis on Individualization of Instruction 

Expand program within school/ school district 

More materlals/equlpment/personnel 

Increased emphasis on Improving teacher competency 

Increased emphasis on Improving teacher attitude 

. ^ Iraproved evaluation techniques 

. Re -definition of needs 

Improved communication with HEW 

Continued funding 

SITE DID NOT CLEARLY STATE RECOMMENDATIONS 
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School: 1301 




School j 



1301 



Oradosj 



1-12 



School Chft ractoytftHr>« 



err I i.g 



2, 



Urban 



Suburban _ Rural 

] czz 



^* ^.4?»t Populatio n (Total Sch^^i^^ 

• Total Reported Enrollment 046 

• Total Students in Each Grade L*»vel 
9rMl No^ofStud^ NoofStu^ 



K 
1 

2 

■» 

4 
5 
6 



437 



475 



433 



469 



533 



7 
8 
9 

10 
11 
12 



537 



517 



588 



536 



511 



Spec Ed, 



464 
426 



100 



i^Hdent^ miclty (total &^>k ^ 

American Indian 
Asian 
Black 

Mexican American 
Puerto Rican 
White 
Other 



Percent 
2 
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Right to Read Student Chayaeterlatlcfl 
1. Atwount of Ttme Iti Pi-ogrami 1^72*73 School Year 

J^Tifu ?^ Students in Each Otade Level 

and Ethnic Breakdown 



2. 



m6 

Si: 



Grade 




8 
9 
10 

n 

12 



Total 
No, of 
Students 



American 
Indian 



110 



Percent 



Black 



Mexican 
American 



Asian 
American 



Puerto 
Rican 



White 



Other 



95 



100 



ilERJC 
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(*ioo Vol* n, V, A iov tk'lailod v<'porO 



0 Orado Ijevol 

(IncUicIoo only IovoIk 
for which dutix woro 
ropoy-tod) ^ 

2 . 

3 . 
4 

5 

10 



Mo^Mi Gain por Month St, Dev. 



1.2 



0, 5 



Overall Monn Oain for School 

(mqami adjustod fov difforing claflo siijos) 

Namo of Slundardiued oat 
Toet(8) Used n,,,,^^^ 



1. 1 



1.1 



1.1 



C. 



• 

0 



Rlriht to Read Teacher Chayactorlslics 
o Total Nunibor Reported 



o 
e 



Mean 

CKJ 

No. Years Teaching Expericsnco Lji.2 J 

Maid 

Sex No. 

Percent 



JUL 



Rang e 

[ ~'3f"~ 

Fomalo 

S3 



Mexican Puerto No 
Ethnicity Anir Jnd^Asifin Black Amor Rican White Other IncUcation 

No* 
Percent 



to- 



i 



63 



88 



EE3 



Degree 

Area of 
Degree 



Job Title 



No. 



BA or BS MA or MS 
ZI 



43 



16 



r 



PhD Other No Indicuti*;)! 

izzr 



1 



3 



Human- Fine No Indi. 
Kduc Soc Sci itios Arte .Phyc Sci Math Other cation 
No. I S3 I 4 I i I 1 I " — 



rxzriri] 



Read Reading Bilingual Multi No 
Spec Teacher Spec Subject Other Indication 

No. r I 1 I ' — I 4 I - 



_ , - , , J nner City Urba n Suburban Rural No Indication 

Rcsulcnlial No. r~ 

Index 



I 



I 



mzn 



Total number of classes for which achievement data were reported: 19 



ERIC 
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Ml- : 

k\ Parent Involve 
V; ment 

In-service 
' Training 

Reading 
SpoclaUst 

In$tructional 
Materials 



Teacher Attitudo Toward Right T0 Read Features 

(flguroa indicate number of toaoherd responding^ No indlca- 



Excetleht Good Aclc<] [uato Poor 



♦ Teacher Preference Regardinfi Contihuing ^o 
Teach in Right To Read Program next y<jar: 

Yes 

Yesi if changes are made 

Qucstlonablo 

No 

No Response 
Identification of Project Director 





2 


10 








9 


34 


8 


i 




8'^ 


5 




8 


1 


I 


24 




ir 


io 


- 1 







Nd; of 
Teachers! 



5C 



District 
Sup it 


Principal 


Reading 
SpeciaHst 


Reading 
Teacher 


Glassroom 
Teacher 


Other 


No Title 
Tndlcatud 


X 















E» Effectivenesa of Right To Read Materials 

; Very Not No 

• Program Planning Procedure Uaeful Ueeful Useful Indication 









X 



(A document with char te guiding the school in such areas as 
parent involvenientr identiflc^itlon and prloriti«ing of student 
needs and objectivesp identlfieati 

materials^ and program organieations. Also supplied Information 
on redirection of exUting resources to support the new program) 

Ways in which PPP was used in program; 

StructUiring Identification of Identification Li sting Ongoing No 

and Planning Student/Teacher Needs of Objectives Priorities Eval. Indication 



Very Not No 

• Status and Reporting Center Useful Useful Useful indication 



(S a;id RC) 









X 



(A document with charts guiding the school in community involve ^ 
ment during planning of activities, and liaison with lur rounding 
schools and Right to Read, Washington, D. C.) 

Ways in which S and RC was used: 

Program Student /Teacher Task Display Reference 

Planning Needs Assessment Assignments Program Progress Source 



Forecast Information No 
Outcomes Dissemination Indication 
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Ft Technical Aeelstant UtiU^atlon 

• Rating oi Helpfulhesss Very Not No 

Helpful Helpful Helpful Indication 



Technical Assistant Actlvltiee; 



1. Program planning 

2. Program implementation 

3* Interpret Right to Read 
planning mate rials 

4. Work on the Unit Task Force 

5. Develop Work Statement/ 
Proposal 

6. Develop or identify 
curriculum materials 

7« Needs assessment 

8. Diagnosis /prescription 

9» Identify objectives 

10, Staff development 



X 



X 
X 



111 Identify alternate approached 

12* Develop team teaching 

13^ Observe classes 

14» Advise on parental 
involvement 

15. Recommend consultants 

16. Budget planning 

17. Evaluation 

18. Liaison with Right to Read, 
Washington, D, C. 

19. Plan for 1973-74 program 

20. No indication of activity 



2 



0* Parent Involvement 



# Extent of 

Involvement 

f Activities: 

h Unit Task Force 

2* Program planning 

3. Program Implementation 

4. Develop materials 

5. Purchase/repair materialo 

6. AideSi tutors, volunteers 
7v Advisory council 

8, Workshops, conferences 



High Medium Low No Indication 



9» Reading is Fundamental 

10. PTA, open house/ other 
traditional meetings 

1 1. Supplementary activities 
IZ, Community relations 

13, Information dissemination 

14. No indication 
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Teitcher Aldeg 

Percentage of Teachers Reporting Aides 

# Worked In class rooms 
e Were paid 

• Weres Parent 

Student teacher 

Community organization member 

High school student 

Other 

• Average number of hours aides worked 
per semester 

# Types of Activities Performed; 
Tutoring students 

Marking tests 

Distributing materials 

Working in small and large groups 

Preparing materials 

Liaison with parents and other outside personnel 
Bus monitoring 

Supervising recreational activities in or outside 
class 

Classroom maintenance 
Supervising field trips 
Other 



100^ 



Ml 



2% 



56 



K 



X 



X 



X 



Teacher rating of aides* effectiveness (figureii' indicate number 
of teachers reporting data) 



Very 






Very 


Effective 


Effective 


Ineffective 


Ineffective 


10 


35 


3 
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I» Program Charactertsttca 



!• Ineervtce Training ! 

• Individuals responsible for training: 
Consultants 

Technical AS8la^ant Team (TAT) members 
Project director 
Reading specialist 
Classroom teacher 
No indication 



Individuals trained: 



Reading specialist/teacher 

Classroom teachers 

Other staff 

Paraprofessionals 

Parents 

No indication 



X 



% Training areas* 

Learning theory 

Student background and self 
concept 

Language development 

Motor and perceptual skills 

Right to Read Program 

Diagnostic/ prescriptive 
approach 



Instructional approach 

Instructional materials 

Teaching techniques 

Classroom organization and 
management 

Evaluation 

No indication 



X 
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# Training Methods: 



Group or Individual meetings, seminars, workshops, 
conferences 

School visitations^ demonstration teaching, classroom 
observations IX 

University courses 

Video taping, audio-visuals, multi-media X 

No Indication 



Unit Task Force Activities 



Planning Phase 

# Rating of helpfulness: Very Not No 

Helpful Helpful Helpful Indication 

I I I X 

• UTF Members: 



Consultants 

Administrators X 

Reading specialist ^ 

Teachers JjC 

Parents J< 

Others 

No indication 



# Frequency of meetings: 



Very 






No 


Frequent 


Frequent 


Infrequent 


Indication 








X 
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• Types of Activities: 



Meet with TATs 

- isD^volop proposal or work 

llllllpment • ■ 

M Needs assessment 

Develop diagnostic /prescriptive 
approach 

Identify objectives 
Gather data 
Complete PPP 



Implementation Phase 

• Rating of Helpfulness: 

Very Not No 

Helpful Helpful Helpful Indication 



• UTF members: 



Develop materials 
Inservice training 
Budget 

Information dissemination 
Develop tests 
Evaluation 
No indication 



Consultants 
Administrators 
Reading specialist 
Teachers 
Parents, 
Others I 
No indication 



X 



Frequency of Meetings: 



Very ' 
Frequent 



Frequent Infrequent 



No 

Indication 



• Typos of Activities: 



Meet with TATs /consultants 

Develop criteria for student 
Selection or placement 

Student diagnosis 

Identify tutors 

Inservice training 

Develop connmunity involvement 
activities 



Status and reporting activitioB 

Record progress 

Serve on special committees 

Review program progress 

Information dissemination 

Evaluation 

No indication 



X 



X 



3. Components of Diagnostic/Prescriptive Approach; 



Individualized prescription 
Identification of student skill levels 
Teacher observation 
Cont racts 

Indivicjiualized instruction 
Progress checklists 
Testing 

Review case histories 

Staff conferences 

Student /teacher conferences 



Supplementary materials 
GameSi manipulatives 
Audio- Visual, Multimedia 
Commercially made programs 
Student grouping 
Special classes 
Skill sessions 
Field trips 

Reading/language center 
Reading specialisti tutors 
Language experience approach 
Basal text instruction 
No indication [ 



I 
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4. 



Program Location:^ 



Reading is taught as a separate subject 

Reading is taught indirectly 
through other subject matter 

Special assistance id provided outside the 
classroom for students in special need of 
reading help 

No indication 



Moan Number of 
Semester Hours 
Reported per Class 



81 



116 



14 



5. 



Student/Teacher Organization: 



Single teacher««multi«subjects 

Reading specialist (responsible for more 
than one class) 

Team teachers 

Students doing cross *age teaching 

Tutor •specialist 

Tutor-aide 

Other 

No indication 



Mean Number of 
Semester Hours 
Reported per Class 



387 



38 



43 



6. 



Student Organization: 



Small groups (5 or fev/er studen^ts) 
Large groups (6 or more students) 
No indication 



Mean Number of 
Semester Hours 
Reported per Class 



12 



40 



^Information on items four through ten was obtained 1>y asking teachers to report 
on each class they taught* Total number of classes for which data were reported: 48 
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7, Classroom Language (All Classes Combined)* 



Standard English 
Non-Standard English 
Spanish 
French 

American Indian 
language or dialect 

Japanese 
No indication 



Language of Instruction Native Language of Student 
(% of Time Language (% of Students Speaking 
Used) , ^ Language ) 



100% 



8. 



Reading Approach: 



Meaning emphasis 
Code emphasis 
Linguistics 
Modified alphabet 
Responsive environment 
Programmed learning 
Individualized reading 
Language experience 
Eclectic or teacher's own 
O^her 

No indication 



Mean Number of 
Semester Hours 
Reported per Class 



15. 



44 



8 



12 



1± 
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Techniques Used for Reading Instruction: 



Machine- based programmed 
instruction 

Other programmed instruction 
Gaming / s imulation 
Instructional TV 
Interactive media 
Intensive involvement 
Discussion groups 
Demonstration* performance 
Lecture 
Contracts 

Use of supplementary materials 
Other 

No Indication 



Mean Number of 
Semester Hours 
Reported per Class 



ii 

JL 
24 

ii 

li 

35 
5 



Classroom Evaluation Procedures^ 



Diagnostic reading tests are used with most or 
all students to determine individual reading needs. 

The teacher has formulated or selected 
specific objectives for each student. 

The teacher has formulated or selected 
specific objectives for the entire class, 

The teacher has developed or identified an 
instrument for measuring attitudes toward reading. 

The teacher has developed or identified an 
instrument for measuring attitudes toward 
reading for the entire class. 

Performance of students is measured in 
terms of objectives set for each individual 

Performance of students is measured in 
terms of objectives set for the entire class, 

Visible records are kept of class performance* 

Records of each student^ s performance are kept 
with respect to each objective^ 

Students are kept informed of their progress. 
Students are involved in self-evaluation. 
Parents are informed of students' progress. 



Number of 
Classrooms 
in Which 
Procedure 
Used 

39 
33 



45 



38 



30 



30 



37 



37 



31 



47 



45 



45 



No indication 



Total Funding for 1972^73 school year; $40>000 
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J. 



pypJect Obi ectlvea and Degree of Accomplishment » 




STUDENT 
Student Attitude 


X 










Student Behavior 












Student Readinf^ Achievement 






X 






Keadinft. Related Skills 












TEACHER 
Teacher Competency 


X 




X 






Teacher Attitude 












Teacher Behavior 


X 




X 






PARENT/COMMUNITY 

Parent/Community 
Involvement 


X 


X 








Parent Attitude 












PROGRAM 
Information />iaflemlnatlon 












Mivldualizatlon of 
Ihatruction 


\ ' I 










Innovations [ 












Ins ervice Training 












Additional Materials, 
Services or Personnel 


X 


X 









*Site8^may have Indicated program success under "Program Objectives 
and Degree orAccomplishment" or under "Major Findings". The 
readei? should refer to both sectionr for a complete understanding of 
how successful the program was according to data in the self- evaluation. 
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2. Mftlor Findln f ^a» 



Major Area 



STUDENT 
Readlnc Achievement 








Reading. Related Skills 








Social Skills 








Attitude 








TEACHER 
_ Competency 








Attitude 








_ Teacher -Student Relations 








Teacher -Staff Relations 








PARENT/COMMUNITY 








Support 


_ Involvement 








PROGRAM 
Success of Inaervlce Traininc 








Proflram FUxihliity 








Helpfulnessjof Technical Assistance 










Significant Changes In Reading 
Approach | 




\ 






_JndivlduaU2latlon of Instruction 


X 


^■ 






Value of Assistance from 
L_Al<Lea /Volunteers 










SITE DID NOT CL|:aRLY STATE FINDINGS 



'ni^ »»ave indicated program success under "Major Flndlnas" or 
under "Program Objectives and Degree of AccomplltCent " The 
reader should refer to both sections for a complete uXstandlng of 
how successful the program was according to data iri th"'wf-3uation. 



3, Profijram Recommendations 



Recommendations contained within the self-evaluation reports 
were categorized Into the areas listed belowi An »«X" indicates that 
the site made a recommendation with regard to that particular area. 

„^ .^"„_ ; More emphasis on reading-related skills 

Increased emphasis on Improving student achievement 

^ ^ Increased emphasis on improving student attitude 

• : More remedial help 

Increased effort to involve parents/community 
Increased 8chool'> parent communications 
; More staff training 

More emphasis on diagnostic-prescriptive approach 

More emphasis on individualization of instruction 

X Expand program within school/ 6chool district 

More materials/equipment/personnel 

^ Increased emphasis on Jm; moving teacher competency 

, Increased emphasis on improving teacher attitude 

Irvproved evaluation techniques 

. Re -definition of nbeds 

Improved commxiMcation with HEW 

I Continued funding 

r 

SITE DID NOT CLEARLY STATE RECG.vlMENDATIONS j 

i 

J 



INDIVIDUAL SITE ASSESSMENT 



Schooh 1501 

Qrades s ^"^ 

School Charactoyisticfl 

A C'* C D E F 

1. Olographic Rogion (" I' x | ' 1 I I 

«State« In this region arej D.C., Delaware, Illinois, Indiana 
MaryliMW, Michigan, Ohio, Pennsylvania, Vlrgiriia, West 
Virginia 

2. Urban- Rural Index 

Urban Suburban Rural 

\,. _ - ,x I • I ■ ■ 

3. Student Population (Total School) 

• Total Reported Enrollment 763 

• Total Students in Each Grade Level 

Gyade No. of Students Grade No. of Students 



K 103 7 

1 96 8 

2 98 9 

3 139 10 

4 97 11 

5 120 12 

6 110 



• Student Ethnicity (Total School) 

Percent 

American Indian 

Asian 

Black 42 
Mexican American 30 
Puerto Rican 18 
White 10 
Other 



B . Right to Read Student Charaeterietics 

1. Amount of Time In Programj 1972-.73 School Year 

2. 'Number of Right to Read Students In £ach Grade Level 
and Ethnic Breakdown 



Grade 


I:: 

Total 

No. of 
Students 


Percent 


AtnerlcaYi 
Indian 


■■■ ■■■"» 

Black 


Mexico £tn 
American 


AsldLn 
Ajmerican 


Pue tto 
Rlcan 


White 


Other 


K 


103 




36 


45 




6 


13 


1 


1 


96 


■— " .... — 


38 


46 




6 


9 


\ 


I 


98 




35 


45 




10 


10 


— -1 


3 


139 




41 


42 




4 


11 


2 ! 


4 


















5 


















— 1 


6 








y ■ t 




II 1 V « ■ 1 p ■ 


■ una r 1 


7 
















1 

-.-4 


8 


















1 


9 


















10 


i 




U_ 








— 1 


11 




1 












1 

1 


12 






1 








t 

1 




















{ 




. . J- . " 
















■ -1 
i ■ 






















1 

> 
























-I 

I 









c. 



3. noa<liy« Oriln^^ Sohoo) Y(.av»:' 

(fcoo Vol, II, V, A for (U.'tailoU voport) 



0 Ovndo Lovol 

(JncJuflutj oti3y lovolt* 
for wliich data wore 

1 :,- ' .■ 
_ " ■ '2 

■ .... 3 
4 



MHiiiiiililiI^£j^.)H^ .St, Dev. 

0.6 ~ 

0.1 



0,5 



o pvcral] Mean Gain iov School 0. 7 

(moanc adjustod lor diffoi-ing class sil^ST)* 

JJ*^"?? of Sfandardisiod 
To8l(fi) Used SAT 



0.5 



Right lo Read Tfutchov CharactorisHnR 
• Total Number Ropoi'tod 



CIO 

♦ Ago n^i is^f^^ 

• No. Years Teaching Expo rionco fT^^ ITESZIO 

^ Malo J:l£.tnalo 

Percent " l-~4A~-| 



Sex 



I inn I 



Ethnicity 



Mexican Puerto 



^^HJ^^llipASia*^^ Indication 



No. 
Percent 



7 



53 



Degree 

Area jof 
Degrc e 



No. (-^^^f^-^gy^ Ind innMun 



Hmnian- Fine t«^< 
^duc^.So.c Sci |itioa ^^^^Aals^^y^^^ Math Other ^tg' 



No. ri7 I 



I 



I 



Rcf^^ Reading Bilingual Multi No 
^oc ToacheTr Spec__Sub l oct ^ Other Indic ation 



. Spoc Teac her Spec Sulncrt 
Job Title No. IIIjJ I7 ~^^Tr^ ^ 1^ 



Residcittial r^^^^^^^^-V^^^^^ 
index ' ' •■ " — — » — ~S — J — ' \ , { { 



Total number of classes for which achlovomont data 



Wore reported! 



10 



# Toachor AUitude Toward Right To Read Foaturos 

(figures indicate number of teachers responding) No Indica- 
tion or Not 
Included 



Effoclivonoss 





Excellent 


Good 


Adequate 


Poor 


Very Poor 


in Program 


Parent Involve- 
ment 




8 


4 






5 


In-sorvlce 
Training 


6 


7 








4 


Reading 
Specialist 


1 


9 


3 






4 


Instructional 
Materials 


9 


6 


1 






1 



# Teacher Preference Regarding Contimiing ^o 
Teach in Right To Read Program next year: 

Yes 

Yes, if changes are made 

Questionable 

No 

No Response 
Identification of Project Director 



No; of 
Teachers: 



/ 



District Reading Reading CJansroom No Title 

Supti Principal Specialist Teacher Te a cher Other Indicated 



X 



J 
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E. Effectiveness of Right To Read Materials 

• Program Planning Procedure 
(PPP) 



Very 




Not 


No 


Useful 


Useful 


Useful 


Indication 




X 







(A document with charts guiding the school in such areas as 
parent involvement, identification and prioritizing of student 
needs and objectives, identification of basic reading approaches, 
materials, and program organizations. Also supplied information 
on redirection of existing resources to support the new program) 

Ways in which PPP was used in program: 

Structuring Identification of Identification Listing Ongoing No 

and Planning Student/Teacher Needs of Objectives Priorities E val, Indication 



Very 



Not 



No 



(S and RC) 



Useful Useful Useful Indication 




X 







(A document with charts guiding the school in community involve 
ment during planning of activities, and liaison with surrounding 
schools and Right to Read, Washington, D. C.) 



Ways in which S and RC was used: 



Program Student/Teacher 
Planning Needs Assessment 


Task 

Assignments 


Display 

Program Progress 


Reference 
Source 


X 










Forecast Information No 
Outcomes Dissemination Indication 
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F. Technical Assistant Utilization 



• Rating of Helpfulness: 


Very 




Not 


No 


Helpful 


Helpful 


Helpful 


Indication 




X 









Technical Assistant Activities: 



1, Program planning 

2, Program implementation 

3, Interpret Right to Read 
planning materials 

4, Work on the Unit Task Force 

5, Develop Work Statement/ 
Proposal 

6# Develop or identify 
curriculum materials 

7» Needs assessment 

8. Diagnosis /prescription 

9i Identify objectives 

10, Staff development 



X 



X 



11« Identify alternate approaches 

12. Develop team teaching 

13. Observe classes 

14. Advise on parental 
involvement 

15. Recommend consultants 
16« Budget planning 

17. Evaluation 

18. Liaison with Right to Read» 
Washington, D,C. 

19. Plan for 1973-74 program 

20. No indication of activity 



X 



X 



X 
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G. 



Parent Involvement 



Extent of 
Involvement 



• Activities: 

1. Unit Task Force 

2. Program planning 

3. Program implementation 

4. Develop materials 

5. Purchase /repair materials 

6. Aides, tutors, volunteers 

7. Advisory council 

8. Workshops, conferences 



High 


Medium 


Low 


No Indication 


X 









9. Reading is Fundamental 

10. PTA, open house, other 
traditional meetings 

1 1. Supplementary activities 

12. Community relations 

13. Information dissemination 

14. No indication 



X 



X 
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Teacher Aides 

Percentage of Teachers Reporting Aides 

• Worked in classrooms 

• Were paid 

• Were: Parent 

Student teacher 

Community organization member 

High school student 

Other 

• Averagjft number of hours aides worked 
per semester 

• Types of Activities Performed: 
Tutoring students 

Marking tests 

Distributing materials 

Working in small and large groups 

Preparing materials 

Liaison with parents and other outside persoiinel 
Bus monitoring 

Supervising recreational activities in or outside 
class 

Classroom maintenance 
Supervising field trips 
Other 



100% 



56% 



61% 



44% 



22% 



231 



X 



X 



X 



X 



X 



X 



X 



X 



X 



Teacher rating of aides' effoctiveneps (figure-s indicate number 
of teachers reporting data) 



Very 
Effective 


Effective 


Ineffective 


Very 

Ineffective 


5 


13 
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I. Program Characteristics 



1. Inservice Training : 

# Individuals responsible for training; 
Consultants 

Technical Assistant Team (TAT) members 
Project director 
Reading specialist 
Classroom teacher 
No indication 



2L 
X 



Individuals trained: 



Reading specialist/teacher 

Classroom teachers 

Other staff 

Paraprofessionals 

Parents 

No inUication 



X 



# Training areas* 

Learning theory 

Student background and self 
concept 

Language development 

Motor and perceptual skills 

Right to Read Program 

Diagnostic/ prescriptive 
approach 



X 



2L 
X 



Instructional approach 

Instructional materials 

Teaching techniques 

Classroom organization and 
management 

Evaluation 

No indication 
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# Training Methods: 



2. 



Group or individual meetingSi PemlnarSp workshopSi 
conferences 

School visitations, demonstration teaching, classroom 
observations 

University courses 

Video taping, audlo-vlsuals, multi-media 
No indication , 

Unit Task Force Activities 



Planning Phase 

# Rating of helpfulness: 



Very 
Helpful 


Helpful 


Not 

Helpful 


No 

Indication 








X 



UTF Members: 



Consultants 

Administrators 

Reading specialist 

Teachers 

Parents 

Others 

No indication 



Frequency of meetings: 



Very No 
f requent Frequent Infrequent Indication 
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• Types of Activities: 



Meet with TATs 

Develop proposal or work 
statement 

Needs assessment 

Develop diagnostic/prescriptive 
approach 

Identify objectives 
Gather data 
Complete PPP 



Implementation Phase 
# Rating o£ Helpfulness: 

Very Not No 



Helpful Helpful Helpful Indication 


1 






X 



o UTF members: 



Consultants 

Administrators 

Reading specialist 

Teachers 

Parents 

Others 

No indication 



• Frequency of Meetings: 

Very No 

Frequent Frequent Infrequent Indication 

^ X 



Develop materials 
Inservice training 
Budget 

Information dissemination 
Develop tests 
Evaluation 
No indication 



X 
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• Types of Activities; 



Meet with TATs /consultants 

Develop criteria for student 
selection or placement 

Student diagnosis 

Identify tutors 

Inservice training 

Develop community involvement 
activities 



Status and reporting activities 

Record progress 

Serve on special committees 

Review program progress 

Information dissemination 

Evaluation 

No indication 



Components of Diagnostic/Prescriptive Approach: 



Individualized prescription 
Identification of student skill levels 
Teacher observation 
'Cont racts 

Individualized instruction 
Progress checklists 
Testing 

Review case histories 

Staff conferences 

Student /teacher conferences 



X 



X 



Supplementary materials 
Games, manipulatives 
Audio- Visual, Multimedia 
Commercially made programs 
Student grouping 
Special classes 
Skill sessions 
Field trips 

Reading/lfmguage center 
Reading specialisti tutors 
Language experience approach 
Basal text instruction 
No indication 



X 
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4» 



Program Locsttion:* 



Reading is taught as a separate subject 

Reading is taught indirectly 
through other subject matter 

Special assistance is provided outside the 
classroom for students in special need of 
reading help 

No indication 



Mean Number of 
Semester Hours 
Reported per Class 



167 



135 



10 



5» Studant/Teacher Organization: 



Single teacher--multi-3ubjects 

Reading specialist (responsible for more 
than one class) 

Team teachers 

Students doing cross •age teaching 

Tutor-specialist 

Tutor-aide 

Other 

No indication 



Mean Number of 
Semester Hours 
Reported per Class 



274 



65 



6. 



Student Organize tiont 



Individualized reading instruction 
Small groups (5 or fewer students) 
Large groups (6 or more students) 
No indication 



Mean Number of 
Semester Hours 
Reported per Class 



^^Information on items four through ten was obtained by asking teachers to report 
on each class they taught. Total number of classes for which data were reported; 18 
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7« Classroom Language (AU Classes Combined): 



Standard English 
Non-Standard English 
Spanish 
Frenct 

American Indian 
language or dialect 

Japanese 
No indication 



Language of Instruction Native Language of Students 
(% of Time Language (% of Students Speaking 
Used) ^ ^ Language) ^ 



10 



8. 



Reading Approach: 



Meaning emphasis 
Code emphasis 
Linguistics 
Modified alphabet 
Responsive environment 
Programmed learning 
Individualized reading 
Language experience 
Eclectic or teacher's own 
Other 

No indication 



Mean Number of 
Semester Hour's 
Reported per Class 



116 



32 



26 



12 



86 



26 
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9. 



Techniques Used for Reading Instruction: 



Machine- based programmed 
instruction 

Other programmed instruction 
Gaming/simulation 

Instructional TV 
Interactive media> 
Intensive involvement 
Discussion ' groups 

Demonstration- performance 

Lecture 

Contracts 

Use of supplementary materials 
Other 

No indication 



Mean Number of 
Semester Hours 
Reported per Class 



12 
4 
0 
3 

9_ 
39. 
74 

ii 

0 

36 
0 
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10. Classroom Evaluation Procedures: 



Diagnostic reading testii are used with most or 
all students to determine individual reading needs. 

The teacher has formulated or selected 
specific objectives for each student. 

The teacher has formulated or selected 
specific objectives for the entire class. 

The teacher has developed or identified an 
instrument for measuring attitudes toward reading. 

The teacher has developed or identified an 
instrument for measuring attitudes toward 
reading for the entire class. 

Performance of students is measured in 
terms of objectives set for each individual. 

Performance of students ip measured in 
terms of objectives set for the entire class. 

Visible records are kept of class performance. 

Records of each student^s performance are kept 
with respect to each objective. 

Students are kept informed of their progress* 
Students are involved in self* evaluation. 
Parents are informed of students' progress « 
No indication 



Number of 
Classrooms 
in Which 
Procedure 
Used 

18 
16 
18 



14 
13 



17 



16 



14 



17 



11* Total Funding for 1972-73 school year: $30,000 
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STUDENT 
Student Attitude 


X 


X 








Student Behavior 












Student ]Readlnfi[ Achievement 












Reading. Related Skills 


X 










TEACHER 
Teacher Competency 












Teacher Attitude 












Teacher Behavior 












PARENT /COMMUNITY 

Pa rent /Community 
Involvement 


X 


X, 








Parent Attitude 












PROGRAM 
Information Dissetnination 












Individualization of 
Inatruction 












Innovations 












Ins er vice Traininji: 












Additional Materials^ 
Services or ]^eraonnel 













'J'Sites may have indicated program succesd under '^Program Objectives 
and Degree of Accomplishment*' or under »»MaJor Findings**. The 
reader should refer to both sections for a complete understanding of 
how successful the program was according to data in the self-evaluation. 



197 



2i* Ui\ot Flhdint^s' ''' 



Majof Area 




SITE DID NOT CLEARLY STATE FINDINGS 



STUDENT 
Reading Achievement 






X 


Readlna - Related Skills 




X 




Social Skills 






X 


Attitude 






X 




TEACHER 
Competency 






X 


Attitude 






X 


Teacher 


-Student Relations 






X 


Teacher 


-Staff Relations 








PARENT/COMMUNITY 






X 


Support 


Involvement 






X 


PROGRAM 
Success of Inservice Training 






X 


Profiiram Flexlbilltv 






X 


Helpfulness of Technical Assistance 








Significant Changes In Reading 
Approach 






X 


Individualization of Instruction 






X 


Value of Assistance from 
Aide s / V oluntee r s 






X 



■'Sites may have indicated program success under "Major Findings" or 
under "Program Objectives and Degree of Accomplishihent". The 
reader should refer to both sections for a complete understanding of 
ho:iy successful the program was according to data in the self-evaluation. 
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* 3. Program Recommendationfl 

Recommendations contained within the self-evaluation reports 
w^re categorized into the area© listed below. An "X'* indicates that 
the site made a recommendation with regard to that particular area. 

X More emphasis on reading-related skills 

increased emphasis on improving student achievement 

Increased emphasis on improving student attitude 

^ More remedial help 
X Increased effort to involve parents /community 

Increased school-parent communications 
2^ More staff training 

2S More emphasis on diagnostic-prescriptive approach 

More emphasis on individualization of instruction 

Expand program within school/ school district 

More materials/equipment/personnel 

Increased emphasis on improving teacher competency 

Increased emphasis on improving teacher attitude 

Improved evaluation techniques 

Re-definition of needs 

Improved communication with HEW 

X Continued funding 

SITE DID NOT CLEARLY STATE RECOMMENDATIONS 
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Schooh 1502 



ils 



iERIC" 



SchoQls^ 
Grades: 



INDIVIDUAL SIT£ ASSESSMENT 
1502 



K-8 



S ch o ol Gha ract6 rj si ic« 
1 » Geographic Rogjon 



A B* C D E F 

r I X I I I 



«Sjate8 In this region are: D.C. , Delaware, IlHnoU, Indiana. 
Maryland, Michigan. Ohio, Pennsylvania, Virginia, West 

/jftVirginia p^^^^^^ ■ ; ^ 



2, Urban- Rural Index 
Urban 



Suburban 



Rural 



3. Student Population (Total School) 

Total Reported Enrollment 823 
Total Students in Each Grade Level 

Grade No. of Students 



Grade No. of Students 



K 


69 


7 


112 


1 


72 


8 


106 


2 


86 


9 




3 


73 


16 




4 


76 


11 




5 


77 


12 




6 


66 


Spec Ed 


86 



Student Ethnicity (Total School) 

American Indian 

Asian 

Black 

Mexican American 
Puerto Rican 
White 
Other 



Percent 



35 



65 
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1^5 Right to Read Student Chayacterlsttcg 



IV Amount of Time in Pr6gi*arr»t l9'^2*.73 School Year 

2, Number of Right to Read Students in Each Grade Level 
and Ethnic Breakdown 





Total 


Percent 


Grade 


No. of 
Students 


American 
Indian 


i . ' ■ . -1 

Black 


Mexican 
American 


A$ian 
American 


Puerto 
Rlcan 


V/hite 


Other 


K 


















1 


30 




53 








47 




I 


34 




37 


■ ■ ■ 






63 


\ 1 

1 


3 


31 




33 








67 


"1 

1 


4 


37 




45 








55 




5 


28 




33 








67 


j 


6 \ 


32 




38 








62 


7 


39 




21 








79 




8 


52 




37 








63 




9 


















JO 


1 


_ 










u 


- 












_ 1 
1 

_l 


12 






t 








1 

^ 


Soec Ec 


86 














— i 


















1 








i 










j 
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1.2 



1. 5 



C. 



o 



3. 



Kc:;i<Hnj., CJaino for" 3 73 ScJioo) Voar* 

<> GiMdc Jjevol 

for \vl)ich data \vc)*o 



1.5 



1.1 



Name of Slanduvdiaod 
TesKs) Used 



Rjght to Read Tca^lije^^h^ar acterlsli c.s 
o Total Numhei' Reported 

o Ago 

© No. Yearn Teaching Experience 

«» Sex No. 

Percent 

Ethnicity 

No. 

Percent 

Degree No. 



Gates M acGinltie 



Moan 

CDlZ] 

Male 
T — 



21. 



-SLl 



i:^E9Jl<iil) — . M a 11 G ;n n 1 >(. r M 0 iitl ) 


St. ):)ov. 


I 


3.0 


3,3 




U, 0 


0.8 


3 


1.0 


0.7 




0.7 


0.8 


s 


0.8 


0.6 


6 


1.2 


.. 0.9 


Overall Mean Gain for School 


1.0 


1.0 



Ra nj^e 

Female 



Am rind Asian Black 


Mexican Puerto 
Amor Rican White Other 


No 

Indicatim 










'21 








5 






87 






BA or BS MA or MS PhD Other 


No Indication 


1 . 


15 










■■"^_J 



Area of 
Degree 



Job Title 



No. m 



Hmi-jan- Fine No Indi 

Educ Soc Sci itios Arts Phys Sci Math Other cation 



T 



Read Reading Bilingual Multi No 
Spec Teacher Spec Su bject Other Indication 

1 I y \ "-r-m I 2 r— — ^| 



x>,^i i^..f 1 V Inner City Urban Suburban Rural No Indication 
fide r ( 13 i 11 I [ " " I 



Total number of classes for which achievement data were reported; 25 
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# Toachor Attitude Toward Right To Road Features 

(figures indicate number of teachers responding) No hidica* 

tion or Not 
EffeciiJionoBS Included 



Parent Involve- 
ment .. 


I 


3 


10 


1 




9 ... 


In-service 
Training 


6 


9 


6 


1 






Reading 
Specialist 


11 


6 


6 






1 


Instructional 
Materials 


14 


6 


1 


1 




■ 2 



No; of 
Teachers; 



14 



t Teacher Preference Regarding Continuing 'o 
Teach in Right To Read Program next year: 

Yes 

Yes, if changes are made 
Questionable 
No 

No Response 
Identification of Project Director 

District Reading Reading Classroom No Title 

Supi4 Principal Specialist T eacher Teacher Other Indicated 
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Effectiveness of Right To Read MateriaU 



Program Planning Procedure 
(PPP) 



"Very Not No 

Usv^al Useful Useful Indication 



X 



(A document with chartd guujiing the school in such areas as 
parent involvenientr identification and student 
needs and objectives* identification of basic reading approaches, 
materials,and program organizations. Also supplied information 
en redirection of existing resources to support the new program) 

Ways in which PPP was used in program: 

Structuring Identification of Identification Listing Ongoing No 

and Planning Student/ Teacher Needs of Objectives Priorities Eval. Indication 



• - 


status and Reporting Center 


Very 
Useful 


Useful 


Not 
Useful 


No 

Indication 




(SaiidRC) 




X 







(A document with charts guiding the school in community involve 
ment during planning of activities, and liaison with surrounding 
schools and Right to Read/ Washington, D. CJ 



Ways in which S and RC was used: 



Program Student /Teacher Task Display Reference 

Planning Needs Assessment Assignments Program Progress Source 



Forecast Information No 
Outcomes Dissemination Indication 
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Techhical Assistant Utilization 



Very 




Not 


No 


Helpful 


Helpful 


Helpful 


Indication 











Technical Assistant Activities: 



1. Program planning 

2. Program implementation 

3. Interpret Right to Read 
planning materials 

4. Work on the Unit Task Force 

5. Develop Work Statement/ 
Proposal 

6. Develop or identify 
curriculum materials 

7. Needs assessment 

8. Diagnosis/prescription 

9. Identify objectives 
10« Staff development 



X 



X 



1 1, Identify alternate approaches 
12» Develop team teaching 

13. Observe classes 

14. Advise on parental 
involvement 

15. Recommend consultants 

16. Budget planning 

17. Evaluation 

18. Liaison with Right to Read, 
Washington, D. C. 

19. Plan for 1973-74 program 

20. No indication of activity 



X 
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Patent involvement 



# Extent of 

Involvement 



♦ Activities: 
L Unit Task Force 

2. Program planning 

3. Program implementation 

4. Develop materials/ 

5. Purchase /repair materials 
Aides, tutors, volunteers 

7. Advisory council 

8. Workshops, conferences 



High Medium Low No Indication 



X 



X 



9. Reading is Fundament al 

lb* PTA, open house, other 
traditional meetings 

11. Supplementary activities 

12. Community relations 

13. Information dissemination 

14. No indication 



□ 
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Teacher Aides 

Percentage of Teachers Reporting Aides 

# Worked in classrooms 

# Were paid 

# Were: Parent 

Student teacher 
' Community organization member 
High school student 
Other 

m Average number of hours aides worked 
per semester 

# Types of Activities Performed; 
Tutoring students 

Marking tests 

Distributing materials 

Working in small and large groups 

Preparing materials 

Liaison with parents and other outside personnel 
Bus monitoring 

Supervising recreational activities in or outside 
class 

Classroom maintenance 
Supervising field trips 
Other 



71% 



71% 



17% 



54% 



152 



X 



X 



X 



Teacher rating of aides* effectiveness (figures indicate number 
of teachers reporting data) 



Very 






Very 


Effective 


Effective 


Ineffective 


Ineffective 


15 


2 
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I. 



Program Characteriattra 
Inservice t rainino. 

Consultants 

Technical Assistant Team (TAT) me^^ 
Project director 

Reading specialist 

Classroom teacher 

No indication 

• - Individuals trained: 

Reading specialist/teacher 
Classroom teachers 
Other staff 

Paraprofessionals 

Parents 

No indication 



• Training areas^ 
Learning theory 

Student background and self 
concept 

Language development 
Motor and perceptual skills 
Right to Read Program 

Diagnostic/ prescriptive 
approach 



(=1 



Inst ructional approach 

Instructional materials 

Teaching techniques 

Classroom Organization and 
management 

Evaluation • 

No indication 
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Training Methods: 



Qrout) or individual meetings I seminars^ workdhopa^ 
conferences 

School visitations^ demonstration teachings classroom 
observations 

Uhive r sity cou r s e s 

Videotaping, audio -visuals, multi-media 
No indication 



X 



Z, Unit task Force Activities 
Planning Phase 
• Rating of helpfulness: 



Very Not 
Helpful Helpful Helpful 


No 

Indication 








X 



UTF Members: 



Consultants 

Administrators 

Reading specialist 

Teachers 

Parents 

Others 

No indication 



X 



Frequency of meetings: 



• 

Very 
FreAuent 


Frec^uent 


Infrequent 


No 

Indication 











ERIC 
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lii 



Types o£ ActlvUlesj 



with TAT s 



^Sill!li|>'^pif0po8al or" work 

^fiiiillliiilsment ' ■-. ' 
|$)&i|vr^i(bp diagnostic /pre sc riptive 

J-idohtlfy objectives 
if ' data 



lis 



lii: 



Implementation Phase 

# Rating of Helpfulness: 



Develop materials 
Inservlce tfaining 
Budget 

Information dissemination 
Develop tests 
Evaluation 
No indication 



Very 




Not 


No 


Helpful Helpful 


Helpful 


Indication 






X 



UTF members: 



Consultants 
Administrators 
Reading specialist 
Teaciierb 
Parents 
Others 

No indication 



Frequency of Meetings: 



Very Nb 
Frequent Frequent Infrequent Indication 



ill 
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# Types of Activities: 



Moot with TATs /consultants 




Status and reporting activities 


r- ■■■■■■■■■ 


Develop critoria for student 
selection or placement 

Student diagnosis 

Identify tutors 

Insorvieo training 

Develop cornnnunity involvement 
activities 




Record progress 

Serve on snecial cbmmittAdS 

Review program progress 


1 

i . ■ 


X 


Information dissemination 

Evaluation 

No indication 




^. Components of Diagnostic/Prescriptive Approach: 




Individualized prescription 




Supplementary materials 





Ido nt if i c at i on of s t udent sklU 1 e ve 1 s 


?c 


Games^ mantpulatives 




Teacher observation 




Audio- Visual, Multimedia 




Contracts 




Commercially made programs 


X 


Individualized instruction 




Student grouping 




Progress checklists 




Special classes 




Testing 


X 


Skill sessions 

■ 




ttoviow case histories 




Field trips ; 




Staff conferences 




Heading/language center 




Student /teacher conferences 




Reading specialist^ tutors 
Language experience approach 
Basal text instruction 
No indication 






4. 



Program Location:* 



Reading id taught as a separate subject 

Reading is taught indirectly 
through other subject matter 

Special assistance is provided outside the 
classroom for students in special need of 
reading help 

No indication 



5. 



Student/Teacher Organization: 



Single teacher --multi^subjects 

Reading specialist (responsible for more 
than one class) 

Team teachers 

Students doing cross -age teaching 

Tutor -specialist 

Tutor-aide 

Other 

No indication 



Mean Number of 
Semester Hours 
Reported per Class 



152 



136 



80 



Mean Number of 
Semester Hours 
Reported per Class 



311 



10 



72 



11 



6. 



Student Organization: 



Individualized reading instruction 
Small groups (5 or fewer students) 
Large groups (6 or more students) 
No indication 



Mean Number of 
Semester Hours 
Reported per Class 



75 



64 



102 



*lnformation on items four through ten was obtained by asking teachers to report 
on each class they taught. Total number of classes for which data were reported: 
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?• Ciassroorn Language (All Classes Combined}! 



Standard English 
Non-standard English 
Spanish 
French 

American Indian 
language or dialect 

Japanese 
No indication 



Language of Instruction Native Language of Students 
(% of Time Language (% of Students Speaking 



Used) 



100% 



Language 



100% 



8, 



Reading Approach: 



Meaning emphasis 
Code emphasis 
Linguistics 
modified alphabet 
Responsive environment 
Programmed learning 
Individualized reading 
Language experience 
Eclectic or teacher's own 
Other 

No indication 



Mean Number of 
Semester Hours 
Reported per Class 



79 



16 



10 



44 



23 
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9. 



Techniques Used for Reading Instruction: 



Machine- based programmed 
instruction 

Other programmed instruction 
Gaming / s Imulat ion 
Instructional TV 
Interactive media 
Intensive involvement 
Discussion groups 
Demonstration- performance 
Lecture 
Contracts 

Use of supplementary materials 
Other 

No indication 



Mean Number of 
Semester Hours 
Reported per Class 



11 

11 
5__ 

5__ 

2__ 

0_ 

11 
72 

7_ 

l_ 

48 

14 
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dlassiroom Evaluation Procedures: 



Olagnbstic reading tests are used with moat or 
all students to determine individual reading needs. 

The teacher has formulated or selected 
spi^cifte objectives fpr each student. 

Thd te?i,cher has formulated delected 
specific objectives for the entiro class. 

The teacher has developed <>r identified a 
instrument for nieasuri|lg( attitude fli towa^rd re^^ 

The teacher has deyeio^^ 

instrument for measuring attitudes toward 

reading for the enti re clas s . 

Performance of students is measured in 
terms Qf objectives set for each individual. 

Performance of students is measured in 
terms of objectives set for the entire class. 

Visible records are kept of class performa ice. 

Records of each student*8 performance are^kept 
with respect to each objective. 

Students are kept informed Of their progress. 
Students are involved in self- evaluation. 
Parents are informed of students* progress. 



Number of 
Classrooms 
in Which 
Procedure 
Used 

23 
23 



12 



24 



It 



24 



19 



24 



23 



24 



No indication 



Total Funding for 1972-73 school year: $40^ OOP 
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J. MAJOR FINPmOS AND RlgCOMMSNDATIONS REPORTED IN 
PfeO^fiCy ^EL^^E VALUATOR — — 



1 . Project Objeictlvee and Degree of Accomplishment * 




O 1 U XJ£U JN X 

Student Attitude 


X 








X 


Student Behavior 


X 


X 








Student Reading Achievement 


X 


X 








Reading- Related Skills 












TEACHER 
Teacher Competency 












Teacher Attitude 












Teacher Behavior 












PARENT/COMMUNITY 

Parent/Community 
Involvement 


X 


I 

. X . 








Parent Attitude 












PROGRAM 
Information Dissemination 












Individualization of 
Instruction 












Innovations 


X 










Inservice Training 


X 


X 








Additional Materials! 
Services or Personnel 













•Sites may have indicated program success under ^Program Objectives 
and Degree of Accomplishment'* or under ''Major Findings*'. The 
reader should refer to both sections for a complete understanding of 
how successful the program was according to data in the self*evaluation. 
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2 . Ma jor Finding$» 



Major Area 




STUDENT 
Reading Achievement 


X 






Readinti ^Related Skills 






X 


Social Skills 






v 


AHitude 








TEACHER 
Competency 






X 


Attitude 


X 






Teacher ^Student Relations 






X 


VTeacher -'Staff Relations 






X 


PARENT/ COMMUNITY 
Support 






X 


Involvement 


X 






PROGRAM 
Success of Inservice Training 


X 






Program Flexibility 


X 






Helpfulness of Technical Assistance 


X 






Significant Changes in Reading 
Approach 








Individualization of Instruction 








Value of Assistance from 
Aides /Volunteers 









SITE DID NOT CLEARLY STATE FINDINGS 



«Sites may have indicated program success under ''Major Findings" or 
under "Program Objectives and Degree of Accomplishment'*. The 
reader should refer to both sections for a complete understanding of 
how successful the program was according to data in the self-evaluation. 
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3* Program Recommendations 



Recommendations contained within the self-evaluation reports 
were categorized Into the areas listed below. An "X" indicates that 
the site made a recommendation with regard to that particular area. 

More emphasis on reading-related skills 

Increased emphasis on improving student achievement 

Increased emphasis on improving student attitude 

More remedial help 

Increased effort to involve parents/community 

, Increased school-parent communications 

More staff training 

More emphasis on diagnostic-prescriptive approach 

X More emphasis on individualization of instruction 

Expand program within school/ school district 

More materials/equipment/personnel 

Increased emphasis on improving teacher competency 

^ Increased emphasis on improving teacher attitude 

Improved evaluation techniques 

X_ Re -definition of needs 

Improved communication with HEW 

X Continued funding 

SITE DID NOT CLEARLY STATE RECOMMENDATIONS 
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School: 1504 
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INDIVIDUAL SITE ASSESSMENT 



School: 



1504 



Grades; 



School CharacteristicK 
1. Geographic RoRion 



A B* C D 

I |x| I 



E 



^States in this region are: D.C., Delaware, Illinois, Indiana, 
Maryland, Michigan, Ohio, Pennsylvania, Virginia, West 
Virginia 



2. Urban-Rural Index 
Urban 



Suburban 



Rural 



3. Student Population (Total School) 



• 



Total Reported Enrollment 1128 
Total Students in Each Grade Level 



Grade No. of Students 
192 



K 
1 
2 
3 
4 
5 
6 



Grade No. of Students 
7 



173 



160 



153 



157 



142 



140 



8 
9 

10 
11 
12 

Spec Ed. 



15 



Student Ethnicity (Total School) 

Am,erican Indian 

Asian 

Black 

Mexican American 
Puerto Rican 
White 
Other 



Percent 



41 



16 



25 



12 



221 



B. Right to Read Student Characteristics 



1. Amount of Time in Program! 1972-73 School Year 

Z. Number of Right to Read Students in Each Grade Level 
and Ethnic Breakdown 



1 

1 


Total 


- — ■ — ■ — ^- — • — ~ — — — ■ 1 

. Percent 


Grade 


No. of 
Students 


American 
Indian 


Black 


Mexican 
American 


Asian 
American 


Puerto 
Rican 


White 


Other 


K 


192 




34 


22 


1 


31 


6 


3 


1 


173 




49 


13 




20 


13 


4 


2 


160 




50 


15 




19 


15 


— — — j 

! 


3 


153 




' — 

49 


18 




19 


7 


4 


4 


157 




50 


19 




21 


5 


3 


5 


142 




54 


19 


1 


19 


4 


1 


6 


140 


1 


58 


15 




16 


7 


' 1 


7 
















1 
i 

1 


8 


















9 


















10 


. i 


i 

1 








1 


11 




t 


! 








1 

1 


















C 




































1 
■ 


















^1 

1 
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3v 



KoadtnR Gainc for )97?-^73 SchuoJ Y<5or>:' 
(ugo Vol, Ii» V, A foi^ dcluilod report) 



Grndc Level 
{includes only levels 
for v/bich data were 
repo rl<jd) 

1 

2 
3 
4 
5 
6 



Overall Mean Gain for School 



Moan Gain per Month 



1.0 



1.2 



0.7 



0.9 



0.9 



(meanfi adjusted Cor differing class sizes) 

• MAT 



Name of Standardi'^ed 
Tesl(s) Used 



^ • Rig h t to Read Teacher Characteristics 
e Total Number Reported 

o Age 

o No. Years Teaching Experience 

e Sex No. 

Percent 



QTZ) 

Mean 

CXCJ 



Ran {^c 



22-55+ 



1-27 



Female 



3 




2^ 


10 




90 



Mexican Puerto 



St. Dev. 



1.2 



1. 1 



0.9 



1.1 



1. 1 



No 



Ethnicity Amr Ind Asian Black AmcJ.' 

No. 
Percent 



Rican White Other Iittlicaticai 



I 1 23 








5 






4 1 








17 







Degree 

Area of 
Degree 



Job Title 



BA or BS MA or MS 
No. {Tt' 



I 



12 



PhD Other No Indicatio.i 

r 



1 



3 



Hmvian- Fine No Indl. 

Educ Soc Sci ities Arts PhysSci Math Other cation 
i 28 I I 2 I "~n" I III 1 

Read Reading Bilingual Multi No 
Spec Teacher Spec Subject Other Indica tion 
No. I { 4 I I i 2S 1 1 i ^ 



Residential No. [ 
Index 



Inner City Urban Suburban Rural No Indication 

~ — I "i 



13 



1 13 I 



*'*Total number of claoscB for which achievement data were reported! 20 
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# Teacher Attitude Toward Right To Read Feature's 

(figures indicate number of teachers respondinj;) No Indica- 

^ tion or Not 

ELfecbveness Included 





Excellent 


Good 


AdeciuRle 


Poor 


Very Poor 


In Profjram 


Patent Involve- 
ment 


1 


I 


5 


4 




20 


In-service 
Training 


1 


12 


12 




3 


3 


Reading 
Specialist 


1 


4 


6 


6 


4 


10 


Instructional 
Materials 


1 


3 


10 


5 


4 


8 



D. 



No; of 
Teachers: 



10 



• Teacher Preference Regarding Continuing ^o 
Teach in Right To Read Program next year: 

Yes 

Yes, if changes are made 
Questionable 
No 

No Response 
Identification of Project Director 

District " Reading Reading Classroom No Title 

Supt. Principal Specialist Teacher Teache r Other Indicated 
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E. Effectiveness of Right To Read Materials 

. , Very Not No 

• Program Planning Procedure Useful Useful Useful Indication 



X 









(A document with charts guiding the school in such areas as 
parent involvement, identification and prioritizing of student 
needs and objectiveSi identification of basic reading approaches, 
materials, and program organizations. Also supplied information 
on redirection of existing resources to support the new program) 

Ways in which PPP was used in program; 

Structuriuj Identification of Identification Listing Ongoing No 

and Planning Student/ Teacher Needs of Objectives Priorities Eval, Indication 



Very Not No 

Status and Reporting Center Useful Useful Useful Indication 

(S and RC) ' ' ' ' ~ 



(A document with charts guiding the school in community involve 
ment during planning of activities, and liaison with surrounding 
schools and Right to Read, Washington, D. CJ 



Ways in which S and RC was used: 



Program 
Planning 


Student/Teacher 
Needs Assessment 


Task 

Assignments 


Display 

Program Progress 


Reference 
Source 








X 





Forecast Information No 
Outcomes Dissemination Indication 



p. technical Assistant Utilization 

• Rating of Helpfulness: Very Not No 

Helpful Helpful Helpful Indication 



Technical Assistant Activities: 



Program planning 

Program implementation 

Interpret Right to Read 
planning materials 

Work on the Unit Task Force 

Develop Work Statement/ 
Proposal 

Develop or identify 
curriculum materials 

Needs assessment 

Diagnosis /prescription 

Identify objectives 

Staff development 



X 



X 



X 



11, Identify alternate approaches 

12. Develop team teaching 
13t Observe classes 

14. Advise on parental 
involvement 

15, Recommend consultants 
16* Budget planning 

17* Evaluation 

18. Liaison with Right to Read, 
Washington, D«C, 

19. Plan for 1973-74 program 

20. No indication of activity 



X 



X 



u 
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Parent Involve me nt 



# Extent of 

Involvement 



• Activities: 

h Unit Taak Force 

2. Program planning 

3* Program implementation 

4, Develop materials 

5, Purchase/repair materials 

6, AideSi tutors, volunteers 
7« Advisory council 

8. Workshops, conferences 



X 



High 


Medium 


Low 


No Indication 




X 







9. Reading is Fundamental 

10, PTA, open house, other 
traditional meetings 

11. Supplementary activities 
12» Community relations 

13, Information dissemination 

14, No indication 



X 



if-;: 
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Teachey Aides 



Percentage of Teachers Reporting Aides 

• Worked in classrooms 

• Were paid 

• Were: Parent 

Student teacher 

Community organization member 

High school student 

Other 

• Average number of hours aides worked 
per semester 

• Types o£ Activities Performed; 
Tutoring students 

Marking tests 

Distributing materials 

Working in small and large groups 

Preparing materials 

Liaison with parents and other outside personnel 
Bus monitoring 

Supervising recreational activities in or outside 
class 

Classroom maintenance 
Supervising field trips 
Other 



1^% 



.22% 



5% 



8% 



35^0 



187 



X 



X 



X 



X 



X 



Teacher rating of aides* effectiveness (figures indicate number 
of teachers reporting data) 

Very Very 
Effective Effective Ineffective Ineffective 



G 



13 



\ 
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If Prograffl Characteristics 



li Inservtce Training : 

• Individuals responsible for training: 

Consultants 

Technical Assistant team (TAT) members 
Project director 
Reading specialist 
Classroom teacher 
No indication 

• Individuals trained: 

Reading specialist/teacher 

Classroom teachers 

Other staff 

Paraprofe s sionals 

Parents 

No indication 



• Training areas* 

Learning theory 

Student background and self 
concept 

Language development 

Motor and perceptual skills 

Right to Read Program 

Diagnostic/ prescriptive 
approach 



2L 

X 



Instructional approach 

Instructional materials 

Teaching techniques 

Classroom organization and 
management 

Evaluation 

No indication 
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# Training Methodd: 



Group or individual meetinga^ seminars, workshops, 
conferences 

School visitations I demonstration teaching, classroom 
observations 

University courses 

Video taping, audio ^visuals, muUi^media 
No indication 



X 



Unit Task Force Activities 
Planning Phase 

# Rating of helpfulness: Very Not No 

Helpful Helpful Helpful Indication 



UTF Members: 



Consultants 

Administ rator s 

Reading specialist 

Teachers 

Parents 

Others 

No indication 



Frequency of meetings: 



X 



« 
• 

Very 
Frequent 


Frequent 


Infrequent 


No 

Indication 




X 
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Types of Acitlvitiea: 



f jbevelop proposal or work 

|i(||;4s:; assessment 

Develop diagnostic/prescriptive 
approach 

Identify objectives 
Gather data 
Complete PPP 



Develop materials 
Inservice training 
Budget 

Information dissemination 
Develop tests 
Evaluation 
No indication 



.:::f? 



Implementation Phase 



Rating of Helpfulness: 



Very Not No 

Kelpful Helpful Helpful Indication 



UTF members: 



Consultants 

Administrators 

Reading specialist 

Teachers 

Parents 

Others 

No Indication 



Frequency of Meetings: 



Very 

Frequent FVequent 



No 

Infrequent Indication 
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# Types of Activities: 



Meet with TATs /consultants 

Develop criteria for student 
Selection or placement 

Student diagnosis 

Identify tutors 

Inservice training 

Develop community involvement 
activities 



Status and reporting activities 

Record progress 

Serve on speclail committees 

Review program progress 

Information dissemination 

Evaluation 

No indication 



3. Components of Diagnostic /Prescriptive Approach; 



Individualized prescription 
identification of student skill levels 
Teacher observation 
Contracts 

Individualized instruction 
Progress checklists 
Testing 

Review case histories 
Staff conferences 
Student/teacher conferences 



X 



X 



Supplementary miaterials 
Games I manipulative s 
Audio- Visuaip Multimedia 
Commercially made programs 
Student grouping 
Special classes 
Skill sessions 
Field trips 

Reading/language center 
Reading specialist, tutors 
Language experience approach 
Basal text instruction 
No indication 
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4* 



Program JLoqations* 



Reading is taught as a separate subject 

Reading is taught indirectly 
thrpugh other subject matter 

Special assistance is provided outside the 
classroom for students in special need of 
reading help 

No indication 



Mean Number of 
Semester Hours 
Reported per eias s 



120 



209 



10 



5. 



Stu'i ant/Teacher Organization: 



Single teacher--multi-8ubjects 

Reading specialist (responsible for more 
than one class) 

Team teachers 

Students doing cross-age teaching 

Tutor-specialist 

Tutors-aide 

Other 

No indication 



Mean Number of 
Semester Hours 
Reported per Clase 



248 



48 



6. 



Student Organization: 



Individualized reading instruction 
Small groups (5 or fewer students) 
Large groups (6 or more students) 
No indication 



Mean Number of 
Semester Hours 
Reported per Class 



^Information on items four through ten was obtained by asking teachers to report 
on each class they taught. Total number of classes for which data were reported ; ^7 
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7. 



Ciassaroom Language (All Classes Combined)* 



Standard Bngllsh 
Non-standard English 
Spanish 
French 

American Indian 
language or dialect 

Japanese 
No indication 



Language of Instruction Native Language o£ Students 
(%o£Time Language (% of Students Speaking 
U6ed) , Language ) 



87 % 



10 



8« 



Reading Approach: 



Meaning emphasis 
Code emphasis 
Linguistics 
Modified alphabet 
Responsive environment 
Programmed learning 
Individualized reading 
Language experience 
Eclectic or teacher's own 
Other 

No indication 



Mean Number of 
Semester Hours 
Reported per Class 



18 



16 



20 



23 



21 
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Techniques Used for Reading Instruction: 



Machine- based programmed 
instruction 

Other programmed instruction 
Gaming/ s imulation 

Instructional TV 
Interactive media 
Intensive involvement 
Discussion groups 
Demonstration- performance 
Lecture 
Contracts 

Use of supplementary materials 
Other 

No indication 



Mean Number of 
Semester Hours 
Reported per Clas 



14 

4 
0 
4 
5 

35 
1 

27 
1 
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Clas sr obtti Evaluation Procedure s : 



Diagnostic sheading tests are used with most or 
all students to determine individual reading needs. 

The teacher has formulated or selected 
specific objectives for each student. 

The teacher has formulated or selected 
specific objectives for the entire class. 

The teacher has developed or identified an 
instrument for measuring attitudes toward reading. 

The teacher has developed or identified an 
instrument for measuring attitudes toward 
reading for the entire class. 

Performance of students is measured in 
terms of objectives set for each individual. 

Performance of students is measured in 
terms of objectives set for the entire class. 

Visible records are kept of class performance. 

Records of each student^s performance are kept 
with respect to each objective. 

Students are kept informed of their progress. 



Number of 
Classrooms 
in Which 
Procedure 
Used 

31 

33 
32 



21 



20 



33 



23 



25 



35 



Students are involved in self-evsduation. 



33 



Parents are informed of students* progress* 



35 



No indication 



Total Funding for 1972-73 school year: $40> OOP 
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j. MAJOR FINDINQS AND RECOMI/IENDATIONS REPORTED IN 



1 , Project Objectives and Degree of Accomplishment 




STUDENT 
Student Attitude 


X 




X 






Student Behavior 


X 




X 






Student Reading Achievement 


X 




X 






Reading- Related Skills 


X 




X 






TEACHER 
Teacher Competency 


X 




X 






Teacher Attitude 






X 






Teacher Behavior 


X 


X 








PARENT/COMMUNITY 

Parent/Community 
Involvement 


X 




X 






Parent Attitude 






X 






PROGRAM 
Information Dissemination 












Individualization of 
Instruction 












Innovations 












Ihservice Training 


X 


X 








Additional Materials, 
Services or Personnel 


X 


X 









"^^Sites may have indicated program success under ^'Program Objectives 
and Degree of Accomplishment'* or under ''Major Findings'** The 
reader should refer to both sections for a complete understanding of 
how successful the program was according to data in the self^^evaluation. 
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2. Ma^or Findings* 



Major Area 



STUDENT 
Readinfi! Achievement 


X 






Reading -Related SkilU 






X 


Social Skills 






V 

jn 


Attitude 


X 






TEACHER 
Competency 


X 






Attitude 






X 


Teacher-Student Relations 






X 


Teacher -Staff Relations 






X 


PARENT/COMMUNITY 
Support 






X 


Involvement 






X 


PROGRAM 
Success of Inservlce Training 






X 


Program Flexibility 






X 


Helpfulness of Technical Assistance 






X 


Significant Changes in Reading 
Approach 






, X 


Individualization of Instruction 








Value of Assistance from 
Aide s / V otunte era 






X 




SITE DID NOT CLEARLY STATE FINDINGS 



^Sites may have indicated program success under ''Major Findings'' or 
under ''Program Objectives and Degree of Accomplishment''. The 
reader should refer to both sections for a complete understanding of 
how successful the program was according to data iii the self -evalviation. 
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3; Program Recommendatione 

ilS^-:.' :\ " ^ - ■ ■ ■ ' ■ 

■■' ■ : ■■ ■ . ■ • • 

IW Recommendations contained within the seU^evaluatlon reports 

were categorized into the areaa Hated below. An '•X*' indicates that 
i|? V the site made a recommendation with regard to that particular area. 

isf ^ More emphasis on reading^related skills 

- Increased emphasis on improving student achievement 

, Increased emphasis on improving student attitude 

^^^^ More remedial help 

X Increased effort to involve parents /community 

Increased school-parent communications 

More staff training 

More emphasis on diagnostic-prescriptive approach 

More emphasis on individualization of instruction 

Expand program within school/school district 

^ More materials /equipment/personnel 

^^^^ Increased emphasis on improving teacher competency 

Increased emphasis on improving teacher attitude 

X Improved evaluation techniques 

_ Re-definition of needs 

^ Improved communication with HEW 

Continued funding 

SITE DID NOT CLEARLY STATE RECOMMENDATIONS 
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School! 1505 
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IN DIVIDUAL SITE ASSESSMENT 



School: 1505 



Grades: K-5, 7, 8 ^ 

School OiaractoristicH 

A D"' C D E F 
1. Geographic Rogion f ' \ x | | | | ' 



♦States m this region are: D.C. , Delaware, lUinois, Indiana 
Maryland, Michigan, Ohio, Pennsylvania, Virginia, West 
Virginia 

2. Urban- Rural Index 

Urban Suburban Rural 



3. Student Population (Total School) 



Total Reported Enrollment 129 1 



• Total Students in Each Grade Level 

Grade No. of Students Grade No. of Students 

K 142 7 147 

* 170 8 161 



2 165 9 

3 171 10 

4 166 11 

5 169 12 
6 



Student Ethnicity (Total School) 



Percent 



American Indian 

Asian 

Black 96 

Mexican American 

Puerto Rican 

White 4_ 

Other 
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B, Right to Read Student ChayacteHatics 



1. Amount of Time in Program: 1972-73 School if ear 

2. Number of Right to Read Students in Each Grade Level 
and Ethnic Breakdown 



1 

: 1 


Total 
No. of 
Students 


■- ' — . ' ■ ■ ■ .' ■ '■ ■ > 

Percent 


Grade 


American 
Indian 


Black 


Mexican 
Aweticah 


Asian 
American 


Puerto 
Rican 


White 


Other 


K 


142 




97 








3 " 




1 


170 




?9 








1 


i! 


2 


165 




97 








3 


— j" 

i 


3 


171 




98 








2 


A 


4 


















5 
















1 

1 


6 
















7 


















8 

■ 4 


— . . 














\ 


9 


















10 






i 
1 








— — 1 


11 
















1 

1 


12 
















i 

^ 








' , ' - 1 


^ 








— i 


















• 


















1 


















— 1 

1 
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C. 



• 



Itoadlnij QuJhe fov" iril-'n Schoo) Year'!* 
(«ipc Vol, JI, V, A for flcjluiloO voporl) 



divide Level 

for whicli data were 



MofJii Qijin 1)01- Mon lli St. Dev. 



1 

2 
3 
4 
5 
6 



1,1 



0.5 



1.0 



0.7 



Overall Mean Gain for School 1. 0 
(means adjusted fox differing class sizes) 

Name of Slandardiiicc: i^^a^. 
Test(sJ Used MAT 



0.6 



Rifiht lo Rea d Teac her Characteristics 
• Total Number Reported 



Mean 

• Age rirn 

© No. Years Teaching Experience ( 7 | 

Male 

3 



22-47 1 



1-23 



Sex 



No. 

Porcexit 



Female 



-i5L 



100 



Ethnicity 



Degree 

Area of 
Degree 



Job Title 



Mexican Puerto 



No 



No. 


1 ■■ " 




7 


Percent 


7 




36' 



TT 



57 



BA or BS MA o r MS 



Oil 

3 



PhD Oth er No Indication 
i 



I 



No. 



Human- Fine No Tndi 

Educ Soc Sci itios Arts Phys Scl Math Olhcr cation 



I 



T 



1 T 



Read Reading Bilingual Multi No 
Spec Teacher Spec Subject Other Indication 
' < ' < 19 I I 



, Inner City Urban Suburban Rural No Indicat ion 

Residential No. | 12 I 7 — \~ 1 

Index — — ' — — 1 — i 



' ^f" " ' • — — 

Total number of classes for which achievement data wore reported: \2_ 
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Teacher Attitude Toward Right To Read Features 
(figures indicate number of teachers responding) No Indica*- 

tion or Not 
Included 



Effeclivcness 





Excellent 


Good 


Adequate 


Poor 


Very Poor 


in Program 


Parent Involve- 
ment 


• 


2 


1 


3 




13 


In-service 
Training 


2 


11 


3 






3 


Reading 
Specialist 




7 


4 


1 




7 


Instructional 
Materials 


2 


10 


5 






2 



D. 



No: of 
Teachers; 



11 



• Teacher Preference Regarding Continuing 
Teach in Right To Read Program next year: 

Yes 

Yes, if changes are made 
Questionable 
No 

No Response 
Identifi. ation of Project Director 

District Reading Reading Classroom No Title 

Supt. Principal Specialist Teacher Teacher Other Indicated 
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E* Effectiveness of Right To Read Materials 

# Program Planning Procedure 
(PPP) 



Very Not No 

Useful Useful Useful Indication 



(A docimient with charts guiding the school in such areas as 
parent involvement, identification and prioritising of student 
needs and objectives! identification of basic reading approaches^ 
materlals^and program organisations* Also supplied information 
on redirection of existing resources to support the new program} 



Ways in which PPP was used in program: 



Structuring Identification of Identification Listing Ongoing No 

and Planning Student/Teacher Needs of Objectives Priorities Eval. Indication 



X 


X 


X 









Very Not No 

• Status and Reporting Center Useful Useful Useful Indication 

(S a;id RC) I I I 



(A document with charts guiding the school in community involve- 
ment during planning of activities, and liaison with surrounding 
schools and Right to Readj Washington, D, C.) 

Ways in which S and RC was used: 

Program Student/Teacher Task Display Reference 

Planning Needs Assessment Assignments Program Progress Source 



X 



Forecast Information No 
Outcomes Dissemination Indication 
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p. Technical Assistant Utlliasation 



Vety 




Not 


No 


Helpful 


Helpful 


Helpful 


Indication 




X 







Technical Assistant Activities: 



h Program planning 

2. Program implementation 

3. Interpret Right to Read 
planning materials 

4. V/ork on the Unit Task Force 

5/ Develop Work Statement/ 
Proposal 

6» Develop or identify 
curriculum materials 

7» Needs assessment 

8, Diagnosis/prescription 

9. Identify objectives 
10. Staff development 



X 



1 h Identify alternate approaches 

12« Develop team teaching 

13« Observe classes 

14* Advise on parental 
involvement 

15» Recommend consultants 

16« Budget planning 

17. Evaluation 

18. Liaison with Right to Read, 
Washington, D.C« 

19. Pl^n for 1973-74 program 

20. No indication of activity 



ERIC 
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Q« Parent Involvement 



1. 
2. 
3. 
4. 
5. 
6. 
7. 
8. 



Extent o£ 
Involvement 



♦ Activities; 
Unit Task Force 
Program planning 
Program implementation 
Develop materials 
Purchase/repair materials 
Aides, tutors, volunteers 
Advisory council 
Workshops, conferences 



High Medium Low No Indication 



9, Reading Is Fundamental 

10. PTA, open house, other 
traditional meetings 

11. Supplementary activities 

12. Community relations 

13. Information dissemination 

14. No indication 



t 
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Teacher Aides 

Percentage of Teachers Reporting Aides 

# Worked in classrooms 

# Were paid 

# Were: Parent 

Student teacher 

Community organization member 

High school student 

Other 

# Average number of hours aides worked 
per semester 

e Types of Activities Performed: 

Tutoring students 

Marking tests 

Distributing materials 

Working in small and large groups 

Preparing materials 

Liaison with parents and other outside personnel 
Bus monitoring 

Supervising recreational activities in or outside 
class 

Claesroom maintenance 
Supervising field trips 
Other 



5% 



5% 



5% 
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Teacher rating of aides^ effectiveness (figures indicate number 
of teachers reporting data) 



Very 
Effective 


Effective 


Ineffective 


Very 

Ineffective 




1 
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J- Program Characteristics 



!• Inservlce Training * 

# Individuals responsible for training: 
Consultants 

Technical Assistant team (TAT) members 
Project director 
Reading specialist 
Classroom teacher 
No indication 



Individuals trained: 



Reading specialist/teacher 

Classroom teachers 

Other staff 

Paraprofessionals 

Parents 

No indication 



• Training areas* 

Learning theory 

Student background and self 
concept 

Language development 

Motor and perceptual skills 

Right to Read Program 

Diagnostic/ prescriptive 
approach 



X 



Instructional approach 

Instructional materials 

Teaching techniques 

Classroom organization and 
management 

Evaluation 

No indication 
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# Training Methods: 



Group or Individual meetingSi semlnarSi workshops^ 
conferenced 

School visitations^ demonstration teaching, classroom 
observations 

University courses 

Videotaping, audlo^visualsi multi-media 
No indication 



Unit Task Force Activities 
Planning Phase 

• Rating of helpfulness: Very Not No 

Helpful Helpful Helpful Indication 

X 



• UTF Members? 



Consultants 

Administrators 

Reading specialist 

Teachers 

Parents 

Others 

No Indication 



• Frequency of meetings: 



Very 






No 


Frequent 


Frequent 


Infrequent 


Indication 








X 
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i Types o£ Activities: 



Meet with TATs 

Develop proposal or work 
sUtemo^nt k 

t^e^dla assepment 

Develop dilfnostic /prescriptive 
approach 

Identify objectives 
(father data 
Cohiplete PPP 



Develop materials 
Inservice training 
Budget 

Information dissemination 
Develop tests 
Evaluation 
No indication 



Implementation Phase 



Rating of Helpfulness: 



Very Not No 

Helpful Helpful Helpful Indication 



UTF members: 



Consultants 

Administrators 

Reading specialist 

Teachers 

Parents 

Others 

No indication 



Frequency of Meetings: 



Very 

Frequent Firequent 



No 

Infrequent Indication 
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• Types of Activities; 



M^et with TATs /consultants 

Develo]^ criteria for student 
selection or t)iacement 

Student diagnosis 

Identify tutors 

Inservice training 

Develop community involvement 
activities 



Status and reporting activities 

Record progress 

Serve on special committees 

Review program progress 

Information dissemination 

Evaluation 

No indication 



3. Components of Diagnostic /Prescriptive Approach; 



Individualized prescription 
Identification of student skill levels 
Teacher observation 
Contracts 

Individualized instruction 
Progress checklists 
Testing 

Review case histories 

Staff conferences 

Student /teacher conferences 



Supplementary materials 
Games* manipulatives 
Audio- Visual* Multimedia 
Commercially made programs 
Student grouping 
Special classes 
Skill sessions 
Field trips 

Reading /language center 
Reading specialisti tutors 
Language experience approach 
Basal text instruction 
No indication 
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4* 



Program Location;* 



Reading is taught as a separate subject 

Reading Is taught indirectly 
through other subject matter 

Special Gissistance is provided outaide the 
classroom for students in special need of 
reading help 

No indication 



Mean Number of 
Semester Hours 
Reported per Class 



166 



19 



5. Student/Teacher Organization: 



Single teacher- -multi-subjects 

Reading specialist (responsible for more 
than one class) 

Team teachers 

Students doing cross -age teaching 

Tutor-specialist 

Tutor -aide 

Other 

No indication 



Mean Number of 
Semester Hours 
Reported per Class 



160 



11 



6. 



Student Organization: 



Individualized reading instruction 
Small groups (5 or fewer students) 
l^^tge groups (6 or more students) 
No indication 



Mean Number of 
Semester Hours 
Reported per Class 



la 



'^Information on items four through ten was obtained by asking teachers to report 

: On each class they taught. Total number of classes for which data were reported : 19 
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Claasroom Jbang iage (All Classed Combined)' 



Standard English 
Non-standard English 
Spanish 
French 

American Indian 
language or dialect 

Japanese 
No indication 



Language of Inetruction Native Language of Students 
{% of Time Language (% of Students Speaking 
Used) ■ ■ ; ' language ) 



84% 



83% 



17 



8* 



Reading Approach? 



M^an Number of 
Seme^teir Hours 
Reported per Class 



Meaning emphasis 
Code emphasis 
Linguistics 
Modified alphabet 
Responsive environment 
Programmed learning 
Individualized reading 
Language experience 
Eclectic or teacher's own 
Other 

No indication 



U 



12 



126 
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Techniques Used for Reading Instruction! 



Machine - based programmed 
instruction 

Other programmed instruction 
Gaming/ simulation 
Instructional TV 
Interactive media 
Intensive involvement 
Discussion groups 
Demonstration - performance 
Lecture 
Contracts 

Use of supplementary materials 
Other 

No indication 



Mean Number of 
Semester Hours 
Reported per Clas 



0 
0 
1 

10 

0 

2 

36 
65 
0 
0 

25 
2 
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Classroom Evaluation Procedures; 



Diagnostic reading tests are used with most or 
all students to determine individual reading needs. 

The teacher has formulated or selected 
specific objectives for each student. 

The teacher has formulated or selected 
specific objectives for the entire class. 

The teacher has developed or identified an 
instrument for measuring attitudes toward reading, 

The teacher has developed or identified an 
instrument for measuring attitudes toward 
reading for the entire class. 

Performance of students is measured in 
terms of objectives set for each individual. 

Performance of stvdents is measured in 
terms of objectives set for the entire class. 

Visible records are kept of class performance. 

Records of each student^ performance are kept 
with respect to each objective. 

Students are kept informed of their progress. 
Students are involved in self- evaluation. 
Parents are informed of students* progress. 
No indication 



Number of 
Classrooms 
in Which 
Procedure 
Use d 

il 

ii 
19 



17 



17 



18 



18 



18 



18 



17 



18 



Total Funding for 1972-73 school year: Not clearly indicated 



!• Project Objectives and Degree of Accomplishment * 




STUDENT 
Student Attitude 


X 








X 


Student Behavior 


X 








X 


Student Reading Achievement 


X 








X 


Reading. Related Skills 


X 








X 


TEACHER 
Teacher Competency 












Teacher Attitude 












Teacher Behavior 












PARENT/COMMUNITY 


X 








X 


Parent /C ommunity 
Involvement 


Parent Attitude 












PROGRAM 
Information Dissemination 












Individualization of 
Instruction 












Innovattond 












Inservice Training 












Additional Materials, 

Services or Personnel | 













*Site8 may have indicated program success under ''Program Objectives 
and Degree of Accomplishment* or under "Major Findings", The 
reader should refer to both sections for a complete understanding of 
how succe&sful the program was according to data in the self-evaluation< 
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2. M»1oy Findings* 



Major Area 



STUDENT 
Re^idinfl; Achievement 








Keadina -Related SkilU 








Social Skills 








Attitude 








TEACHER 
Competency 








Attitude 








Teacher -Student Relations 








Teacher-Staff Relations 








PARENT/COMMUNITY 
Support 








Involvement 








PROGRAM 
Succese of Inservice Training; 








Profiram Flexibility 








HelpfulnedS of Technical Assistance 








Significant Changes in Reading 
Approach 








Individuatlsation of Instruction 








Value of Assistance from 
Aide s / Voluntee r s 










SITE DID NOT CLEARLY STATE FINDINGS 



*Sites may have indicated program success under "Major Findings" or 
under "Program Objectives and Degree of Accomplishment". The 
reader (should refer to both sections for a conn plete understanding of 
how successful the program was according to data in the seU-evaluatlon. 



JC 
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3« Ptogram Recommandationa 



Recommendations contained within the self-evaluation reports 
were categorized into the areas listed below. An "X" indicates that 
the site made a recommendation with regard to that particular area. 

More emphasis on reading-related skills 

I^^c^eased emphasis on improving student achievement 

- . ^"^^'^ased en^phasis on improving student attitude 

More remedial help 

Increased effort to involve parents /community 

' Increased school-parent communications 
X More staff training 

_JC_ More emphasis on diagnostic -prescriptive approach 

^ore emphasis on individualization of instruction 

Expand program within school/school district 

X More materials/equipment/personnel 

Increased emphasis on improving teacher competency 

Increased emphasis on improving teacher attitude 

Improved evaluation techniques 

Re -definition of needs 

Improved communication with HEW 

____ Continued funding 

SITE DID NOT CLEARLY STATE RECOMMENDATIONS 



.INDIVIDUAL StTE ASSESSMENT 



Qrados; k-6 
School Characteristics 

, • A' ■ B ■ 0 ■ D ' '' E* ■■F '■ 

1 . Geographic Region (' | | \ \ x p — 1 

*Stato8 In this region ares Colorado, Kansas, Iowa, Mis souri 
Minnesota, Montana, Nebraska, Korth Dakota, S6vith Dakota 
Utah, Wisconsin, Wyoming 

2. Urban- Rural Index 

Urban Suburban Rural 
—X 1 I 1 I 

3. Student Population (Total School) 

• Total Reported Enrollment 359 

• Total Students in Each Grade Level 

Grade No. of Students Grade No. of St udents 

K 54 7 

1 37 8 

2 51 9 

3 ■ 48 10 

4 56 11 

5 64 12 

6 49 

• Student Ethnicity (Total School) 

American Indian 
Asian 
Black 

Mexican American 
Puerto Rican 
White 
Other 



Percent 
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Right. to Read Student Characteristics 



1. Amount of Time in Progfamj 1^72-73 School Vear 

2, Number of Right to Read Students in Each Grade Level 
and Ethnic Breakdown 



Grade 


Total 
No. of 

Students 




ercent 


American 
Indian 


Black 


Mexican 
American 


Asian 
American 


Puerto 
Rican 


White 


Other 


K 


54 




55 








45 




1 


37 




75 








25 




2 


51 




72 








28 


1 


3 


46 




83 








17 




4 


56 




69 








31 




5 


64 




78 




1 




21 




6 


49 




77 




1 




22 


7 


















8 


















9 


















10 


















11 
















1 

1 


12 
















f 

: I 


















1 

i 






















































^ 
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3. 



nou Hnfi a-ii nti for 197<i.73 vSoIjoo) VcrtK- 
{soo A'oh 11, V, A k>v (letuUcd i-iipor() 



Gratlo Lovol 
(includes only Jovols 
for wlilch data Wore 
ro p o rted) 

I 
Z 
3 
4 
5 
6 



Overall Mean Gain for School 



.St. Dev. 



0,6 


0, 5 






\,y 


.. . .0,9. 


1,1 


0.9 


0.6 


0.9 


2.3 


1.9 


1.2 


1.4 



(means adjusted for differing clar*s sizes) 

Metropolitan Reading 



Name of Standardized 
Te6l(s) Used 



Right to Read Teacher CharaeterlsHcs 
6 Total Number Reported 

o Age 

o No- Years Teaching Experience 



Mean 

CHZI 
BHD 

Malcj 



Range 
22-55f 1 



1-22 



Z3 



FomaJ.o 



Sox 



No. 
Percent 



Ji. 



87 



No 



Mexican Puerto 

Ethnicity Amrlnd Asian Black Amer Rican White Other Indicatiai 

No. 
Percent 







2 






13 








1 








it 




— d 



Degree 

Area of 
Degree 

Job Title 



BA or BS M A or MS 
I"" IP I & 



PhD Other No Indication 

~r 



1 



3 



Human- Fine No )ndi. 

E duc Soc Sci itios AvtH PhynSci Math O l hor cation 
No. n 4 1 t I I I l_ " 2 1 I 

Road Reading Bilingual Multi No 
Spec Teacher Spec Sublect Other Indication 



Residential No, 
Index 



Inner feity Urban Suburban Rural No Indication 



I • *Total number of classes foi* which achievement data were reported:^ 



14 



• Teachor Attitude Toward Right To Read Features 

(figures indilcatc number o£ teachers responding) No Indica- 
tion or Not 
Included 



Effectlvenefts 





Excellent 


Good 


Adequate 


Poor 


Very Poor 


In Program 


Parent Involve- ' 
ment 


3 


4 


4 


2 




3 


In-service 
Training 


6 


6 


2 


V 1 




1 


Reading 
Specialist 


6 


5 


2 






3 


Instructional 
Materials 


U 


4 








,1 



D. 



Teacher Preference Regarding Qontinuing ^o 
Teach in Right To Read Program next year; 

Yes 

Yes, if changes are made 
Questionable 
No 

No Response 



is 



No; 01 
Teachers} 



n 



District 
Supl- 


Principal 


Reading 
Specialist 


Reading 
Teacher 


Classroom 
Teacher 


Other 


No Title 
Indicated 




X 













0 

ERIC 



264 



S^* Effectiveness of Right To Read MatoriaU 
V t Program Planning Procedure 

{i^:-^;:;/x--^-::(ppp^ . 



Very Not No 

U aefui U seful U seful Indi citldW 



(A document with charts guiding the school in such areas as 
parent involveniehti identification a 

needs and objectives^ identification of basic reading ipproachesV 
materials»and program or ganiaations* Also supplied information 
on redirection of existing resources to support the new programj 

Ways in which PPP was used in program: 

Structuring Identification of Identification Listing Ongoing No 

and Planning Student/Teacher Needs ^ of Objectives Priorities EvaL Indication 



X 





Very 




Not 


No 


• status and Reporting Center 


Useful 


Useful 


Useful 


Indication 


{SaadRC) 




X 







(A document with charts guiding the school in community involve- 
ment during planning of activities, and liaison with surrounding 
schools and Right to Read, Washington, D, C J 

Ways in which S and RC was used: 

Program Student /Teacher Task Display Reference 

Planning Needs Assessment Assignments Program Progress Source 



Forecast Information No 
Outcomes Dissemination Indication 
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F» Technical Aeelstant UtUlgatloh 

* Hating of Helpfulneae: Very Not Mo 

Helpful Helpful Helpfu) Indication 



Te chriical . Ae sis tant Activltle s : 



1, Program planning 

2, Program implementation 

3, Interpret Right to Read 
planning materials 

4* Work on the Unit Task Force 

5* Develop Work Statement/ 
Proposal 

$• Develop or identify 
curriculum materials 

?• Keeds assessment 

8. Diagnosis/prescription 

9# Identify objectives 

10* Staff development 



X 



IK Identify alternate approaches 

12, Develop team teaching 

13. Obseirv^i classes 

14> Advise on parental 
ihvo]lve[ment 

15« Recommend consultants 

16, Budget planning ^ 

17, Evaluation 

18* Liaison with Right to Read, 
Washingtoni D,C!. 

19. Plan for 1973^74 program 

20. No indication of activity 



^* Parent Involvement 



]. 

2. 
3. 
4. 

5. 
6. 

7. 
8, 



Extent o£ 
Involvement 



• Activities: 
Unit task Force 

Program planning 

Program implementation 
Develop materials 

Purchase /repair materials 
Aides, tutors, volunteers 
Advisory council 
"Workshops, conferences 



High Medium Low No Indication 



X 



^' Reading is Fundamental 

10. PT A, open house, other 
traditional meetings 

11. Supplementary activities 

12. Community relations 

13. Information dissemination 

14. No indication 
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Teacher Aides 



Percentage of Teachers Reporting Aides 

• Worked in classrooms 

• Were paid 

• Were: Parent 

Student teacher 

Community organization member 

High school student 

Other 

• Average number of hours aides worked 
per semester 

• Types of Activities Performed: 
Tutoring students 

Marking tests 
Distributing materials 
Working in small and large groups 
Preparing materials 

Liaison with parents and other outside personnel 
Bus monitoring 

Supervising recreational activities in or outside 
class 

Classroom maintenance 
Supervising field trips 
Other 



82% 



65% 



18% 



6% 



71% 



614 



X 



X 



X 



X 



X 



X 



X 



X 



X 



Teacher rating of aldes^ effectiveness (figures indicate number 
of teachers reporting data) 

Very I i Very 

Effective Effective Ineffective Ineffective 
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I. Program Characteristics 



i. inservice Training ; 

• Individuals responsible for training: 

Consultants 

Technical Assistant Team (TAT) members 
Project director 
Reading specialist 
Classroom teacher 
No indication 

• Individuals trained: 

Reading specialist/teacher 

Classroom teachers 

Other staff 

Paraprofe ssionals 

Parents 

No indication 

• Training areas 

Learning theory 

Student background and self 
concept 

Language development 

Motor and perceptual skills 

Right to Re^td Program 

Diagnostic/ prescriptive 
approach 



X 



Instructional approach 

Instructional materials 

Teaching techniques 

Classroom organization and 
management 

Evaluation 

No indication 
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• Training Methods: 



Group or individual nteetinga, seminars, workshops, 
conferences 

School visitations, demonstration teaching, classroom 
observations 

University courses 

Video taping, audio -visuals, multi -media 
No indication 



Unit Task Force Activities 

Planning Phase 

• Rating of helpfulness: 



Very 
Helpful 


Helpful 


Not 

Helpful 


No 

Indication 











UTF Members: 



Consultants 

Administrators 

Reading specialist 

Teachers 

Parents 

Others 

No indication I 



Frequency of meetings s 



X 



X 



X 



No 





Frequent 


Infrequent 


Indication 








X 
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p ; ■ • Types of Activities: 

with TATs 

povelop proposal or work 
lllftement 

11^1^4^ assessment 

:jC)6velop diagnostic/prescriptive 
Cijpjroach 

^^enttfy objectives 

bather data 

Complete PPP 

Implementation Phase 

• Rating of Helpfulness: 



Very 




Not 


No 


-lelpful 


Helpful 


Helpful 


Indication 








X 



• UTF members: 

Consultants 

Administrators 

Reading specialist 

Teachers 

Parents 

Others 

No indication 



• ' Frequency of Meetings: 

Very No 
Frequent Ft^equent Infrequent Indication 



Develop materials 
Inservice training 
Budget 

Information dissemination 
Develop tests 
Evaluation 
No indication 



5C 
X 
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# Types of Activities - 



Meet with TATs/consultants 

Develop cfite Ha for student 
selection or placeinent 

Student diagnosis 

Identify tutors 

Inservice training 

Develop community Involvement 
aclivities 



Status and reporting activities 

Record progress 

Serve on special committees 

Review progranr) progress 

Information dissemination 

Evaluation 

No indication 



3. Components of Diagnostic/Prescriptive Approach: 



Individualized prescription 
Identification of student skill levels 
Teacher observation 
Contracts 

Individualized instruction 
Progress checklists 
Testing 

Review case histories 

Staff conferences 

Student /teacher conferences 



Supplementary materials 
Games I manipulative s 
Audio- Visual, Multimedia 
Commercially made programs 
Student grouping 
Special classes 
Skill sessions 

Field trips ^^^^ 
Reading/language center 
Reading specialist, tutors 
Language experience approach 
Basal text instruction 
No Indication 
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Pifogi^ah) Location}* 



Heading ia taught ad a separate subject 

Reading Is taught indirectly 
through other subject matter 

Special assistance is provided outside the 
classroom for students in special need of 
reading help 

No indication 



M^an Number Of 
Semester Hours 
Reported pei* Class 



185 



135 



44 



5. Studant/Teacher Organization: 



Single teacher- -multi^subjects 

Reading specialist (responsible for more 
than one class) 

Team teachers 

Students doing cross *age teaching 
Tutor* specialist 
Tutor -aide 
Other 

No indication 



Mean Number of 
Semester Hours 
Reported per Class 



383 



la 



33 



364 



6. 



Student Organization: 



Individualized reading instruction 
Srnall groups (5 or fewer stu '^^ts) 
Large groups (6 or more students) 
No indication 



Mean Number of 
Semester Hours 
Reported per Class 



61 



^Information on items four through ten was obtained by asking teachers to report 
on each class they taught. Total number of classes for which data were reportedi 
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7. Classroom Language (All Classes Combined)^ 



Standard English 
Non-'Standard English 
Spanish 
French 

American Indian 
language or dialect 

Japanese 
No indication 



Language of Instruction Native Language of Student 
(% of Time Language (% of Students Speaking 
Used) , , Language) 



100% 



100% 



Reading Approach: 



Meaning emphasis 
Code <jmphasis 
Linguistics 
Modified alphabet 
Responsive environment 
Programmed learning 
Individualized reading 
Language experience 
Eclectic or teacher's own 
Other 

No indication 



Mean Number of 
Semester Hours 
Reported per Class 
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techniques Used for Reading Inatruction: 



Machine -baaed programmed 
instruction 

Other programmed Instruction 
Gaming/simulation 
Instructional TV 
Interactive media 
Intensive involvement 
Discussion groups 
Demonstration- performance 
Lecture 
Contracts 

Use of supplementary materials 
Other 

No indication 



Mean Number of 
Semester Hours 
Reported per Class 



55 



26 



212 



137 



275 



Classroom Evaluation Procedureflt 



Diagnostic reading tests are used with most or 
all students to determine individual reading needs. 

The teacher has formulated oi selected 
specific objectives for each student. 

The teacher has formulated or selected 
specific objectives for the entire class. 

The teacher has developed or identified an 
instrument for measuring attitudes toward reading. 

The teacher has developed or identified an 
instrument for measuring attitudes toward 
reading for the entire class. 

Performance of students is measured in 
terms of objectives Set for each individual. 

Performance of students is measured in 
terms of objectives set for the entire. class. 

Visible records are kept of class performance. 

Records of each student's performance are kept 
with respect to each objective. 

Students are kept informed of their progress. 
Students are involved in self- evaluation. 
Parents are informed of students' progress. 
No indication 



Number of 
Classrooms 
in Which 
Proceduire 
Used 

15 

12 

13 



15 



14 



15 
13 



15 



Total Funding for 1972-73 school year; $40, OOP 
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BjlPJect Ol^iectives and D egree oi Acc6nip H«).m;^^ » 



Degtee of 
Accomplishment 



1 STUDENT 

1 Student Attitude 


X 


X 








1 Student Behavior 


v 




X 






L Student Readincr ArhiAVArviAMf 


X 


X 








1 KeadlnfiT^Rel^tAH 5%irnifi 


X 




X 






1 TEACHER 

J Teacher Comoetenrv 


X 


X 








I Teacher Attitude 












Teacher Behavior 












j PARENT /COMMUNITY 


X 








X 


1 Parent/Community 
I Involvement 


I Parent Attitude 












PROGRAM 
1 Information Dissemination 


X 


. „, ,x 








Individualization of 
1 Instruction . . 












Iipovations 












Iiiservlce Tralninj; 












1 Additional Materials, 
Services or Personnel 













"fl,!f n?*^ have indicated program success under "Program Objectives 
and Degree of Ac(:omplishment" or under "Major Findings''. The 

Jow s:cfe?.A.l7H' V" '"'^ ''^^'^'^"^ ^ <=<>"^Pl^*^ unde'rstlndiSg of 
how successful the program was according to data In the self -evaluation. 
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Z, Mfttbr Findings' '' 



Major Area 




STUDENT 
Rdddlncf Achievement 


V 






Reading - Related Skills 


. , 






Social Skills 


X 






Attitude 


X 






TEACHER 
Competency 


X 






Attitude 






A 


TAacViAf* M5^flit^Anf pAlAl'Irhtia 






"V 

A 


T6acher-Sta£f Relations 






X 


PARENT/COMMUNITY 






X 


Support 


Tnyolvement 






X 


PROGRAM 
Success o£ Inservlce Training 






X 


Program Flexibilitv 






X 


Helpfulness of Technical Assistance 






X 


Sigulficant Changes in Reading 
Approach^ 






X 


Individualisation of Instruction 






X 


Value of Assistance from 
Aides /Volunteers 









SITE DID NOT CLEARLY STATE FINDINGS 



<<Sites may have indicated program success under '^Major Findings*^ or 
under ^'Program Objectives and Degree of Accomplishment'^ The 
reader should refer to^btfth sections for a complete understanding of 
how successful the program was according to data in the sis^lf -evaluation. 
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3i Progrgtm Recommendations 



Kecommendations contained within the 8elf«evaluation reports 
were categorized into the areas listed below. An ''X** indicates that 
the site made a recommendation with regard to that particular area- 

More emphasis on readings-related skills 
. Increased emphasis on improving student achievement 
^^^^ Increased emphasis on improving student attitude 
More remedial help 

Increased effort to involve parents /community 

_ Increased schooUparent communications 
More staff training 

More emphasis on diagnostic^prescrlptive approach 

More emphasis on individualization of instruction 

Expand program within school/school district 

More materials/equipment/ personnel 

Increased emphasis on improving teacher competency 

^ Increased emphasis on improving teacher attitude 
Improved evaluation techniques 
Re -definition of needs 
j Improved communication with HEW 
X Continued fundinj; | 

SITE DID NOT CLEARLY STATE RECOMMENDATIONS 



ii 



mm 



School! 1701 



I ierIc 



INDIVIDUAL SITE ASSESSMENT 



School:_^ 
Grade 



1701 
K-6 



A. School Characteristics 
1 • Geographic Region 



A B C D E* F 
I I I I |X 



] 



■(^States in this region are: Colorado, Kansas, Iowa, Missouri, 
Minnesota, Montana, Nebraska, North Dakota, South Dakota, 
Utah, Wisconsin, Wyoming 



2. Urban- Rural Index 
Urban 



Suburban 



Rural 



3. Student Population (Total School) 

• Total Reported Enrollment 193 



Total Students in Each Grade Level 



Grade No. of Students 



Grade No. of Students 



K 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 



24 



26 



21 



31 



27 



19 



7 
8 
9 

10 
11 
12 



27 



Spec Ed. 1_ 



Spec Ed. 2_ 
Student Ethnicity (Total School) 



American Indian 

Asian 

Black 

Mexican Ar .erican 
Puerto Rican 
White 
Other 



Percent 
0.5 



34 



0. 5 



65 
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Right to Read Student Characteristics 



1. Amount of Time in Program: 1972-73 School Year 

2. Number of Right to Read Students in Each Grade Level 
and Ethnic Breakdown 





X oiai 
No. of 

1 • «4 A ^ <9 
OVUUQIlvo 


Percent . | 


American 


i^iacK 


Mexican 
American 


Adian 
American 


Puerto 
Rican 


White 


Other 


K 


24 




38 








62 




1 


26 


— 


19 








81 




2 


2 1 


5 










62 




3 


31 




Db 








45 




4 


27 


> 


30 








70 




5 


19 





5 








95 




6 


27 




37 









63 


— 


7 


















8 




















9 
















— 1 


10 
















— 1 


11 


















.12 
















i 


Spec BJc 


1 7 




43 


14 






43 




Spec E< 


2 n 




46 








54 




















1 

1 
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3. 



Uoadinii Griins for 1<^V?.~7 3 Sc))ool Vcnr''.- 
(soc Vol. 11, V, A fov diauiloO ropoii) 



Gi'ntlc 3^6 vol 
(incluflos only levels 
ior wliich data wox'c 
vcp orU'd) 

I 

2 
3 
4 
5 
6 



Overall Me£m GairA fox* School 



Mcti ii Guin po)' Month 



0.7 



1.1 



0^ 



0.3 



0.9 



0.8 



(mc.Diii adjuBtod fox* diff uing clafia siaos) 

Durrell, ITBS 



Naxnc of Stondardiaod 
Test(s) Used 



C . Rifvh t to Read Toachcv Chr>ractcriBtics 
o Total Numboi' Reported 

o Age 

o No. Years Toacliing Experience 



Mean 



Sex 



No, 
Percent 



1 



Ranf^o^ 
I 22-5 54- 



10 



Mexican Puerto 



St. Dev. 



0,2 



1.0 



0.7 



0.9 



1.2 



0.8 



No 



Ethnicity 



No. 

Percent 







2 






"8 
















SO 







BA or BS MA or MS 



Degree 

Area of 
Degree 



No. [ 



1 



PhD Orht;r No .Tnclinalion 

1 



No. 8 



□ 

Ilmrjan- Fine No Indi 

Educ: Soc Sci ilios Arte Phyn Sci Math Ofhor cation 

Eziz±±-_i_-j:3Xir' 



I 



Job Title No. 



Read Reading Bilingual Multi No 
Sp ec Tea cher Spec Subicct Other I ndication 



I 



Inn c r City Urban Su burban Ru ral No Indication 

Residential No. ) 1 \ | 6 1 "1 

Index 



*'*Total number of clafsser, for whicli achiovoment dato were reported: ^ 
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# Teacher Attitude Toward Rinhl To Road I'oaturee 

(figures indicate number of teachers rospondinc) No Indica- 
tion or Not 



Effectiveness 



Included 





Excellent 


Good 


Adec|uato 


Poor 


Vory Poor 


ia Program 


Parent Involve- 
ment 




1 


3 


4 




2 


In-service 
Training 


7 


1 










Reading 
Specialist 


4 


1 




3 






Instructional 
Materials 


4 


3 


3 









# Teacher Preference Re{;ardinf; Continuinj^ ^o 
Teach in Right To Read Program next year: 

Yes 

Yes» if changes are made 

Questionable 

No 

No Response 
Identification of Project Director 



District 
Supl- 


Principal 


Reading 
Specialist 


Reading 
Teaclier 


Classroom 
Teaclier 













No. of 
Tcachors: 



No Title 
Other Indicated 
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E. Effectiveness of Right To Read Materials 

# Program Planning Procedure 
(PPP) 



'Very Not No 

Useful Useful Useful Indication 



(A document with charts guiding the school yi such areas as 
parent involvement, identification and prioritii&ing of student 
needs and objectivesi identification of basic reading approaches* 
materialsiand program organizations. Also supplied information 
on redirection of existing resources to support the new program) 



Ways in which PPP was used in program: 

Structuring Identification of Identification Listing Ongoing No 

and Planning Student/Teacher Needs of Objectives Priorities Eval. Indication 



• 


status and Reporting Center 


Very 
Useful 


Useful 


Not 
Useful 


No 

Indication 




(S and RC) 


X 









(A document with charts guiding the school in community involve* 
ment during planning of activities, and liaison with surrounding 
schools and Right to Read^ Washington, D, CJ 

Ways in which S and RC was used: 

Program Student/Teacher Task Display Reference 

Planning Needs Assessment Assignments Program Progress Source 



Forecast Information No 
Outcomes Oi'ssemVnatioii Indication 
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F. Technical Assistant Utilization 

• Rating o( Helpfulnees: Very Not No 

Helpful Helpful Helpful Indication 



Technical Assistant Activiti.'js: 



1. Prograiti planning 

2» Program implementation 

3, Interpret Right to Read 
planning materials 

4» V/ork on the Unit Task Force 

5. Develop Work Statement/ 
Proposal 

6. Develop Ok" Identify 
curriculum materials 

7. Needs assessment 

8. Diagnosis /prescription 

9. Identify objectives 
10, Staff development 



X 



11. Identify alternate approaches 

12. Develop team teaching 

13. Observe classes 

14. AcWise on parental 
involvement 

15. Recommend consultants 

16. Budget planning 

17. Evaluation 

18. Liaison with Right to Read, 
Washington^ D, C, 

19» Plan for 1973-7^ program 

20, No indication of activity 
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G, Parent Involvement 



• Extent of 

Involvement 



• Activities: 

1. Unit Task Force 

2. Program planning 

3» Program implementation 

4. Develop materials 

6» Purchase/repair materials 

6» Aides, tutors, volunteers 

7» Advisory council 

8, v^orkshops, conferences 



High Medium Low No Indication 









X 



9. Reading is Fundamental 

10. PTA, open house, other 
traditional meetings 

11. Supplementary activities 

12. Community relations 

13. Information dissemination 

14. No indication 
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H. Teacher Aided 



Percentage of Teachers Reporting Aides 

# Worked in classrooms 

# Were paid 

# Were: Parent 

Student teacher 

Community organization member 

High school student 

Other 

# Average number of hours aides worked 
per semester 

^ Types of Activities Performed! 

Tutoring students 

Marking tests 

Distributing materials 

Working in small and large groups 

Preparing materials 

Liaison with parents and other outside personnel 
Bus monitoring 

Supervising recreational activities in or outside 
class 

Classroom maintenance 
Supervising field trips 
Other 



83% 



58% 



17% 



33% 



17% 



151 



X 



X 



X 



Teacher rating of aldes^ effectiveness (figures indicate number 
of teachers reporting data) 

Very Very 
Effective Effective Ineffoctive Ineffective 
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I. Program Characteristics 



1» Inservice Training : 

t Individuals responsible for training: 
Consultants 

Technical Assistant Team (TAT) members 
Project director 
Reading specialist 
Classroom teacher 
No indication 

• Individuals trained: 

Reading specialist/teacher 

CJassroom teachers 

Other staff 

Paraprofessionals 

Parents 

No indication 



# Training areas* 

Learning theory 

Student background and self 
concept 

Language development 

Motor and perceptual skills 

Right to Read Program 

Diagnostic/ prescriptive 
approach 



X 



X 



Instructional approach 

Instructional materials 

Teaching techniques 

Classroom organization and 
management 

Evaluation 

No indication 
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# Training Methods: 



Group or Individual meetings, seminars, workshops » 
conferences X 

School visitations p demonstration teaching, classroom 
observations 

University courses 

Videotaping, audio -visuals, multi-media 
No indication 



Z, Unit Task Force Activities 
Planning Phase 



# vRating of helpfulness; Very Not No 

Helpful Helpful Helpful Indication 

X 



m UTF Members: 



Consultants 

Administrators 

Reading specialist 

Teachers 

Parents 

Others 

No indication 



• Frequency of meetings: 



Very 






No 




Frequent 


Infrequent 


Lidication 
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% Types of Activities: 



Meet with TATs 

Develop proposal or work 
statement 

Needs assessment 

Develop diagnostic/prescriptive 
approach 

Identify objectives 
Gather data 
Complete PPP 



Develop materials 
Inservice training 
Budget 

Information dissemination 
Develop tests 
Evaluation 
No indication 



X 



Implementation Phase 



# Rating of Helpfulness: 



Very 




Not 


No 


Helpful 


Helpful 


Helpful 


Indication 








X 



• UTF members: 

Consultants 

Admi ni st rato r s 

Reading specialist 

Teachers 

Parents 

Others 

No indication 

• Frequency of Meetings: 



Very 






No 


Frequent 


Frequent 


Infrequent 


Indication 






X 





X 
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• Types of Activities: 



Meet with TATs /consultants 

Develop criteria for student 
Selection or placement 

Student diagnosis 

Identify tutors 

InService training 

Develop community involvement 
activities 



Status and reporting activities 

Record progress 

Serve on special committees 

Review program progress 

Information dissemination 

Evaluation 

No indication 



3. Components of Diagnostic/Prescriptive Approach: 



Individualized prescription 
Identification of student skill levels 
Teacher observation 
Cont racts 

Individualized instruction 
Progress checklists 
Testing 

Review case histories 

Staff conferences 

Student/teacher conferences 

Language experience approach 
Basal text instruction 
No indication 



Supplementary materials 
Games, manipulative s 
Audio- Visuali Multimedia 
Commercially made programs 
y I Student grouping 

Special classes 
X Skill sessions 
Field trips 

Reading/language center 
Reading specialist» tutors 



t 



o 

ERIC 



Program Location;* 



Reading Is taught ad a separata subject 

Reading Is taught Indirectly 
through other t»ubject matter 

Special assistance is provided outside the 
classroom £or students in special need of 
reading help 

No Indication 



Mean Number of 
Semester Hours 
Reported per Class 



97 



91 



5, Stu'lent/Teacher Organization; 



Single teacher^ -multUsubjects 

Reading specialist (responsible for more 
than one class) 

Team teachers 

Students doing cross -age teaching 
Tutor •specialist 
Tutor -aide 
Other 

No indication 



Mean Number of 
Semester Hours 
Reported per Class 



240 



3a 



183 



14 



51 



11 



6. 



Student Organization: 



Individualized reading instruction 
Small RiToups (5 or fewer students) 
Large groups (6 or more students) 
No indication 



Mean Number of 
Semester Hours 
Reported per Class 



S8 



ML 



f^^lftformation on Items four through ten was obtained by asking teachers to report 
iJlft^^^h class they taught. Total number of classes for which data were reported: 



7. 



Classroom Language (AU Classes Combined)^ 



Standard English 
Noo-Standard English 
Spanish 
French 

American Indian 
language or dialect 

Japanese 
No indication 



Language of Instruction Native JLranguage of Student 
(% of Time Language (% of Students Speaking 
Used) . Language} 



1 00% 



100% 



8. 



Reading Approach: 



Meaning emphasis 
Code emphasis 
Linguistics 
Modified alphabet 
Responsive environment 
Programmed learning 
Individualized readlr > 
Language experience 
Eclectic or teacher's own 
Other 

No indication 



Mean Number of 
Semester Hours 
Reported per Class 



37 



20 



JUL 



■11 



8 
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9. 



Techniques Used for Reading Inati-uctloni 



Machine -baaed programmed 
instruction 

pihor programmed instruction 
Ganging/ simulation 
Instructional TV 
inte ractive media 

Intensive involvement 
Discussion groups 

Demonstration- performance 

Lecture 

Contracts 

Use of supplementary materials 
Other 

No indication 



Mean Number of 
Semester Hours 
Reported per Class 



24 



17 



16 



22 



45 



17 



58 



L 
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Cia^ssroom £valuatldn Procedures: 



Diagnostic reading tests are used with most or 
all students to determine individual reading needs. 

The teacher has formulated or selected 
specific objectives for each student. 

The teacher has formulated or selected 
specific objectives for the entire class* 

The teacher has developed or identified an 
Instrument for measuring attitudes toward reading. 

The teacher has developed or identified an 
instrument for measuring attitudes toward 
reading ior the entire clads« 

Performance of students is measured in 
terms of objectives set for each individual. 

Performance of students is measured in ^ 
terms of objectives set for the entire class. 

Visible records are kept of class performance. 

Records of each sttident^s performance are kept 
with respect to each objective* 

Students are kept informed of their progress. 
Students are involved in self- evaluation. 



Number of 
Classrooms 
in Which 
Procedure 
Ueed 

11 



8 



10 



8 



10 



Parents are Informed of students* progress « 



12 



No indication 



Total Funding for 1972^73 school year: $30,000 



296 



M|lgEvM8r^''°^"°'^ REPORTED IN 



I. Project Objectives and Decree of Accomplishrnent * 




STUDENT 
Student Attitude 


X 


X 








Student Behavior 


X 


X 








Student Heading Achievement 






X 






Reading- Related Skills 


X 


X 








TEACHER 
Teacher Coirnpetencv 


X 








X 


Teacher Attitude 


X 


X 








Teacher Behavior 












PARENT /COMMUNITY 


X 


X 








Parent/Cornmunity 
Involvexnent 


Parent Attitude 


X 


X 








PROGRAM 
Information Dissemination 












Individualization of 
Instruction 


X 




X 






Innovations 












Ihservlce Training 












Additional Materials, 
Services or Personnel 













«Sites may have indicated program success under "Program Objectives 
and Degree of Accomplishment" or under "Major Findings". The 
reader should refer to both sections for a complete understanding of 
how successful the program was according to data in the self-devaluation. 
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2. 



Major Findin^^e* 




STUDENT 
Reading Achievement 


X 






Readlntf -Related Skills 






X 


Social Skills 








Attitude 


X 






TEACHER 
Competency 


X 






Attitude 






V 


^ Teacher -Student Relations 








Teacher-Staff Relations 






X 


PARENT/COMMUNITY 


X 






Support 


Involvement 


X 






PROGRAM 
Succesd of Inservice Traininfl: 


X 






Profi ram Flexibility 


X 






Helpfulness of Technical Assistance 






X 


Significant Changes in Reading 
Approach 






X 


Individualization of Instruction 






X 


Value of Assistance from 
Aide 6 /Votuntee r 8 






X 




SITE DID NOT CLEA RLY STATE FINDINGS 



'J'Sites may have indicated program success under "Major Findings" or 
under "Program Objectives and Degree of Accomplishment". The 
reader should refer to both sections for a complete understanding of 
how successful the program was according to data iti the self-evaluation. 



3. Program Recommendations 



Recommendations contained within the self-evaluation reports 
w^re categorized into the areas listed below. An '»X" indicates that 
the site made a recommendation with regard to that particular area, 

^ More emphasis on reading-related skills 

^ Increased emphasis on Improving student achievement 

, ; , . Increased emphasis on improving student attitude 

More remedial help 
^^^^ Increased effort to involve parents /commuaUy 

Increased school- parent communications 
More staff training 

More emphasis on diagnostic-prescriptiv<f approach 

, More emphasis on individualization of instruction 

Expand program within school/school district 

More materials/equipment/personnel 

^^^^ Increased emphasis on improving teacher competency 

Increased emphasis on improving teacher attitude 

Improved evaluation techniques 

Re -definition of needs 

Improved communication with HEW 

X Continued funding 

SITE DID NOT CLEARLY STATE RECOMMENDATIONS 
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INDIVIDUAL SITE ASSESSMENTS 



A majof purpose of the 1972-73 evaluation of echool-bieed Right 
to Read sites was to provide a comprehensive dcsicrlptlon of the reading 
prograni at each school. Volunie III (Parts 1, 2r aind 3) describes 
reading progratn in terms of school, student, and teacher character- 
/ Istlc 8 ♦ Additionally, all program variables that characterize each site 
are reported here, Where appropriate, those variables are described in 
terms of the extent to which each site included them and an assessment of 
their contribution to the success of the program is indicated. 

The Right to Read Office also required each school-based site par- 
ticipating in GRx'b assessment to conduct an evaluation of its own project. 
In conjunction with the Right to Read Office, CRl developed an outline (in- 
cluded in Appendix B) to guide each site In this self-evaluation and to 
assure the assessment and reporting of critical program components that 
>yould not otherwise be Included in this Final Report due to lack oi' infor- 
mation. _ ' 

Data found in the self-evaluations are used extensively in Volume III, 
Section J. reports information related to major outcomes identified in 
the self-evaluations. These are Objectives and Degree of Fulfilhrient, 
Major Findings, and Recommendations. 

For reader ease and to include a maximum number of data as con- 
cisely as possible, information in this volume is provided In outline form. 
Program characteristics are accompanied by statistics that reflect total - 
school information. A description of the Right to Read Program at each 
school requires approximately twenty pages using this format. Colored 
dividers, separating each school from the preceding one, contain the 
code number of the school being described in the following pages. Al- 
though information is provided to indicate the general location of each 
school, full identification of the schools In this sample is possible only 
by means of the key CRI has provided the Right to Read Office. 
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School! 1801 
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mdlVtDUAL SITE ASSESSMENT 



School i 



1801 



Qrades: 



U8 



School CharactoHstics 

A B C* D E F 
V« Geog raphic Region | | | x } I T ^ 

*States id this n-^jgion ard; Alabama, Florida, Georgia, 
Kentucky, Louisiana, Mi98l8aiippi, North Carolina, South 
Carolina, Tennessee ^ 



2, 



Urban- Rural Index 
Urban 



Suburban 



Rural 



3. Student Population (Total School) 

Total Reported Enrollment 477 



Total Students in Each Grade Level 

Grade No. of Students Grade No. of Students 



K 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 



54 



7 
8 
9 

10 
11 
12 



60 



Student Ethnicity (Total School) 

American Indian 

Asian 

Black 

Mexican American 
Puerto Rican 
White 
Other 



64 



63 



Percent 
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B • Right to Read Student Characteristics 



1. Amount of Time in Program} 1972-73 School Year 

2, Number of Right to Read Studenta In Each Grade Level 
and Ethnic Breakdown 



1 


Total 


-:--:;^Percent 




No. of 


American 
Indian 


Black 


Mexican 


Asian 


Puerto 




Other 


K 


















1 








". ■ , .. ■ ■ ^ . . • ■ 






100 


1 


2 


I 

57 












100 


P— 1 


3 














100 


■ " " 


4 


57 












— i£l£L- 




5 


54 














\ 


6 


60 










■ II . 11,. 


100 




64 












100 




8 


63 












100 




9 


1 
1 














10 

^ — 








i 








i 


11 






1 ■ > II - - - ' 








— \ 


12 






* 



















































































(too Vol. 11, V, A for di li^ilod i-rport) 



(lnc)>ulu(j only lovoi« 
iov which data wore 
vcpor<<-f1) 

T '~ 

3. 

■ -4 ■ ■ ■ : ■• ■ 

6 



Mi-an Ci hI h ]ui r MonMi 
1.1 



0.6 



0.7 
0.3 



0. 8 



o Ovorall Moan Gain Tor School O.J, 



(ineanti udjustcd for dinci-injr chuis siucs} 

Name of Slandnrdizcd /^Arr 
T6st(6) Used 



St. D(iv. 
1.5 



0. 6 



0.6 



0. 8 

1. 1 



1.3 



1.1 



b Total Nv»mbor Kc ported 



No. Years Teaching Expcirlcnco [*~T§""~) 

Male, 

Sex No. 

Percont 



ClIZl 

111]!:™!] 
ZD 



2 -29 
Foinalo 



17 



100 



FthnicUy 



Mexican Puerto 



No 



No. 

Percent 



Degree 

Area o£ 
Degree 



Job Title 



No. 



BA or BS MA or MS 
10 " T"^ 7 



3 



PhD Ot har No IiuUc.-itioii 
1~ 



Human- Fine No Jndi. 

. .Jgcluc S ocSci itios Arts Phy sSci Math Olhor cation 

1 17 I I _^ "r — T~ I i ■ ( — 



Read Reading Bilingual Multi No 
^ .Spec Teacher Spec Sub je ct Othe r Indication 



Rosidential isj0^ r 
Index 



jjjjjoy^QHy Uyban suburban Rural No Indication 



17 



3 



i*t ' ^ ' — ' " ■ ■ 

* Total number of cla^^.ses for which achicvoiriont data woro reported; 18 
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Illll'iViOrit V ; ^ \ 

lllllln* service ; 
i||i;Ti*alning- • 



Teacher Attittulji Toward Riglit To Road Features 

{figuros IncHcatc number of toachore ro>;povidhtg) No Indica- 

EffoctiyonesH .J^^^ Not 
^ ■ — Included 



iiEi 



St I 



IhetructionaJ 
Materials 





5 


. ■■ 5 ■, . ■ 


4 




3 


2 


n 


■ Z 






2 


4 


11 








2 


4 


11 


1 






1 



Teacher preference Regardinfi Contimting +0 
Teach in Right To Ue ad Prberam next year! 

Yos 

Yes, if changes are made 

Questionable 

No 

No Hosponse 
D. Identification of Project Director 



No; of 
TcachorK! 



17 



P^s'^^'^^ct Reading Reading Claasroom N6 TillV 

g^ P^' - Principal Specialifit Toachor Teacher Othor Indicated 



E, Effectiveneas of Right To Re&d MateriaU 

• Program Planning Procedure 
(PPP) 



Very 
Useful 


UsefuJ, 


Not 
Useful 


No- 

indication 


X 









(A docustent w4th charts guiding the school in such areas as 
parent involvements identification and prioritising of student 
needs and objectives, Identification of basic reading approaches, 
materlalsiand program organissationsV Also supplied inforniation 
on redirection of existing resources to support the new program. 



Ways in which PPP was used in program: 

Structuring Identification of IdexUification Listing 



Ongoing No 

Eval, Indication 



X 













Very Not No 

Status and Reporting Center U seful Useful Useful Indication 

(S and RC) 



(A document with charts guiding the school in community involve 
ment during planning of activities* and liaison with surrounding 
schools and Right *o Read, Washington/ D. C J 



Ways in which S and RC was used: 



Program Student/Teacher Task Display Reference 

Planning Needs Assessment Assignments Program Progress Source 



Forecast Information No 
Outcomes Dlia semination Indication 



F. Technical Assistant Utilization 

• Rating o£ Helpfulness: Very Not No 

Helpful Helpful Helpful Indication 



Technical Assistant Activities; 



1, Program planning 

2, Program implementation 

3, Interpret Right to Read 
planning materials 

4» Work on the Unit Task Force 

5. Develop Work Statement/ 
Proposal 

6, Develop or identify 
curriculum materials 

?• Needs assessment 

8« Diagnosis /prescription 

9f Identify objectives 

10, Staff development 



Ih Identify alternate approaches 
12* Develop team teaching 

13. Observe classes 

14. Advise on parental 
involvement 

15. Recommend consultants 
16* Budget planning 

17, Evaluation 

18, Liaison with Right to Read, 
Washington, D,C, 

19# Plan for 1973-74 program 

20, No indication of activity 
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fiayent Involveme nt 



Extent of 
Involvement 



• Activities: 

1, Unit Task Force 

2* Program planning 

3* Program Implementation 

4, Develop materials 

5, Purchase/repair materials 
6* Aides, tutors, volunteers 

7, Advisory council 

8. Workshops, conferences 



High Medium Low No Indication 



X 



^» Reading is Fundamental 

10. PTA/ open housoi other 
traditional meetings 

11. Supplementary activities 

12. Commuiiity relations 

13. Information dissemination 

14. No indication 



X 
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Teacher Aides 



Percentage of Teachers Reporting Aides 



80% 



m 



13? 



40^ 



353 



• Worked In classrooms 

• Were j>aid 

• Werej Parent 

Student teacher 

Community organissatlon member 
High school student 
Other 

• Average number of hours aides worked 
per semester 

• Typos of Activities Performed: 
Tutoving students 
Marking tests 
Distributing materials 
Working in small and large groups 
Preparing materials 

Liaison with parents and other outside personnel 
Bus monitoring 

Super\'ising recreational activities in or outside 
class 

Classroom maintenance 
Supervising field trips 

Other ^ _ ^ ^ 

• Teacher rating of aides* effectiveness (figurejt' indicate number 
of teachers reporting dat^) 



93% 



X 



X 



Very 






Very 


Effective 


Effective 


Ineffective 


Ineffective 


12 


2 




1 
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I . Progyam Characteristics 



!• Inseyvice Training : 

# Individuals responsible for training: 

Consultants 

Technical Assistant Team (TAT) members 
Project director 
Reading specialist 
Classroom teacher 
No indication 

# Individuals trained: 

Reading specialist/teacher 

Classroom teachers 

Other staff 

Paraprofessionals 

Parents 

No Indication 



• Training areas- 
Learning theory 

Student background and self 
concept 

Language development 

Motor and perceptual skills 

Right to Read Program 

Diagnostic/ prescriptive 
approach 



Instructional approach 

Instructional materials 

Teaching techniques 

Classroom organization and 
management 

Evaluation 

No indication 



# Training Methods: 



Group or individual meetings, seminars, workshops, 
conferences 

School visitations, demonstration teaching, classroom 
observations 

University courses 

Video taping, audio-visuals, multi-media 
No indication 



Unit Task Force Activities 

Planning Phas^ 

# Rating of helpfulness: 



Very Not No 

Helpful Helpful Helpful Indication 



UTF Members: 



Consultants 

Administrators 

Reading specialist 

Teachers 

Parents 

Others 

No indication 



X 



Frequency of meetings: 



Very 



No 



Frequent 


Frequent 


Infrequent 


Indication 








X 
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% Types of Activities: 



Meet with TAT s 

J^^Develop proposal or work 

S||fittemoht^ ^^ 

iK^eds assessment 
approach 

Identify objectives 
Gather data 
Complete PPP 



X 



Develop materials 
Inservice training 
Budget 

Information dissemination 
Develop tests 
Evaluation 
No indication 



Implementation Phase 

• Rating of Helpfulness: 



Very 



Not 



No 



Helpful Helpful Helpful Indication 








X 



UTF members: 



Consultants 

Administrators 

Reading specialist 

Te?kCher8 

Parents 

Others 

No indication 



X, 

2L 



Frequency of Meetings: 



Very 






No 


Frequent 


Frequent 


Infrequent 


Indication 








X 



:*Sii:=;-:.. 

it 
11 



o 

ERIC 
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• Types of Activities: 



Meet with TATs /consultants 

Develop criteria for student 
aolection or placement 

Student diagnosis 

Identify tutors 

Insorvice training 

Develop community involvement 
activities 



Status and reporting activities 

Record progress 

Serve on special committees 

Review program progress 

Information dissemination 

Evaluation 

No indication 



5. Components of Diagnostic/Prescriptive Approach; 



Individualized prescription 
Identification of student skill levels 
Teacher observation 
Contracts 

Individualized instruction 
Progress checklists 
Testing 

Rvvie^v case histories 
Staff conferences 
Student/teacher conferences 



-2L 



Supplementary materials 
GameSi manipulatives 
Audio- Visual^ Multimedia 
Commercially made programs 
Student grouping 
Special classes 
Skill Sessions 
Field trips 

Reading/language center 
Reading specialist^ tutors 
Language experience approach 

Basal text instruction 

No indication 



4. Program Locations* 



Reading Is taught as a separate subject 

Reading is taught indirectly 
through other subject matter 

Special assistance, is provided outside the 
classroom for students in special need of 
reading help 

No indication 

5. Student/Teacher Organization: 



Single teacher --multi- subjects 

Reading specialist (responsible for more 
than one class) 

Team teachers 

Students doing cross -age teaching 

Tutor-specialls. 

Tutor -aide 

Other 

No indication 

6. Student Organization: 

Individualized reading instruction 
Small groups (5 or fewer students) 

Large groups (6 or more students) 

No indication 



Mean Number of 
Semester Hours 
Reported per Class 

%3 



107 



95 



Mean Number of 
Semester Hours 
Reported per Class 



104 



0 



205 

g 

115 

17 
6 



Mean Number of 
Semester Hours 
Reported per Class 

41 
16 
279 



Information on items four through ten was obtained by asking teachers to report 
on each class they taught. Total number of classes for which data were reported; 




7. 



Classroom Language (All Classes Combined): 



Standard English 
Non-Standard English 
Spanish 
French 

American Indian 
language or dialect 

Japanese 
No indication 



Language of Instruction Native Language of Students 
(% of Time Language (% of Students Speaking 
Used) ^ Language) 



100% 



84% 



14 



8* 



Reading Approach; 



Meaning emphasis 
Code emphasis 
Linguistics 
Modified alphabet 
Responsive environment 
Programmed learning 
Individualized reading 
Language experience 
Eclectic or teacher* s own 
Other 

No indication 



Mean Number of 
Semester Hours 
Reported per Class 



86 



43 



17 



8 



36 



56 



28 



17 
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Techniques Used for Reading Instruction: 



Machine* based programmed 
instruction 

Other programmed instruction 
Gaming/ simulation 

Instructional TV 
Interactive media 
Intensive involvement 
Discussion groups 
Demonstration - performance 
Lecture 
Contracts 

Use of supplementary materials 
Other 

No indication 



Mean Number of 
Semester Hours 
Reported per Class 



il 

12. 

-i 
__9 

11 
_0 

33 

89 

7 

1 

69 
5 
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10* Classroom Evaluation Procedures: 



Diagnostic reading tests are used with most or 
all students to determine individual reading needs. 

The teacher has formulated or selected 
specific objectives for each student. 

The teacfiet^jhas formulated or selected 
specific objectives for the entire class. 

The teacherlhas developed or identified an 
instrurAsnt lor measuring attitudes toward reading. 

The teacher has developed or identified an 
instrument for measuring attitudes toward 
reading for the entire class« 

Performance of students is measured in 
terms of objectives set for each individual. 

Performance of students is measured in 
terms of objectives set for the entire class. 

Visible records are kept of class performance. 

Records of each student*s performance are kept 
with respect to each objective. 

Students are kept informed of their progress. 
Students are involved in self- evaluation. 
Parents are informed of students* progress. 
No indication 



Number of 
Classrooms 
in Which 
Procedure 
Used 



15 



14 



i4 




14 



15 



12 



14 



11, Total Funding for 1972-73 school year: $50, OOP 
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J. 



Project Objectivoa and Degiree of AccompUshroent » 




STUDENT 


X 


X 








Student Behavior 


X 


X 








Student Reading Achievement 


X 








X 


Readings Related SkiUs 












TEACHER 
Teacher Competency 


X 


X 








Teacher Attitude 












Teacher Behavior 












PARENT/COMMUNITY 


X 




X 






Parent/Cottmiunity 
Involvement 


Parent Attitude 












PROGRAM 
Information Dissemination 












Individualization of 
Instruction 












Innovations 












Ihservice Training 












Additional Materials^ 
Services or Personnel 













*Site8 may have indicated program success under "Program Objectives 
and Degree of Accomplishment" or under "Major Findings". The 
reader should refer to both sections for a complete understanding of 
how successful the program was according to data in the self-evaluation. 
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2. Mitior rindlttfiffl* 




STUDENT < 
Readina Achievement 




X 




Keadlne. Related Skills 






X . . 


Social SkllU 






X 


A 1.1.1 A..^ A 

Attitude 


X 






TEAGHER 
Competency 


X 






Attitude I 






X 


T«acher -Student Relations 






X 


• - Teacher -Staff Relations 








Support 








Involvement 






X 


PROORAM 
Success of luservice Tralninc 


X 






Proftram Flexibility 


X 






Helpfulness of Technical Assistance 






X . 


Significant. Changes in Reading 
Approach 






X 


Individualization of Instruction 






X 


Value 6f Assistance from 
Aides /Volunteers 


X 








SITE DID NOT CLEARLY STATE FINDINGS 



*Sites may have indicated program success under "Major Findings" or 
under "Program Objectives and Degree of Accomplishment". The 
reader should refer to both sections for a complete understanding of 
how successful the program was according to data in the self-evaluation. 



3. Program Recommendations 



Recommendations contained within the self-evaluation reports 
were categorized Into the areas listed below. An "X*^ Indicates that 
the site made a recommendation with regard to that particular area. 

... More emphasis on reading-related skills 

^^^^ Increased emphasis on improving student achievement 

Increased emphasis on improving student attitude 

More remedial help 

Increased effort to involve parents /community 

Increased school-parent communications 

X More staff training 

More emphasis on dlagnostic-prescriptive approach 

More emphasis on individualization of instruction 

Expand prograin within school/ school district 

X More materials/equipment/ personnel 

Increased emphasis on Improving teacher competency 
Increased emphasis on improving teacher attitude 

Improved evaluation techniques 

^ Re -definition of needs 

Improved communication with HEW 

X Continued funding 

SITE DID NOT CLEARLY STATE RECOMMENDATIONS 
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Schools 2101 



ERIC 



INDM/rriUAL SITE ASSESSMENT 



School: 2101 ' 

Grados* . K-6 

S ch o.ol C hn va c to f i r. t i c u 

A B'^ C D E F 
^' Get'- graphic Rogion | | X I | | \ 

*Stato8 in this region are: D.C., Delaware, Illinois, Indiana, 
Maryland, Michigan, Ohio, Pennsylvania, Virginia, West 
Virginia 

2, Urban-Rural Index 



Urban 


Suburban 


Rural 


1, X 1 1 







3. S tudent Population (Total School) 

• Total Reported Enrollment 968 

• Total Students in Each Grade Level 

Grade No. of Students Grade No. of Students 



K 144 7 

1 145 8 

2 145 9 

3 145 10 

4 117 11 

5 117 12 ' 

6 117 Spec Ed. 38 



• Student Ethnicity (Total School) 

Percent 

American Indian i 
Asian 

Black 

Mexican American 
Puerto Rican 

White 98 
Other 
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B. Rifjht to Read Student Characterlflttcs 



!♦ Axnount o£ Time in Programj 1972-73 School Year 

2. Number of Right to Read Students in Cach Grade Level 
and Ethnic Breakdown 





Percent 


Grade 


No. of 

Students 


American 
Indian 


Black 


Mexican 
American 


Asian 
American 


Puerto 
Rican 


White 


Other 


K 


144 




1 








100 




1 


145 












100 




2 


145 








1 




99 


■ ' '■ -"I 

1 

- - I 


3 


14ft 












100 


1 


4 


117 












100 




5 


117 












100 





6 


117 












100 


} 


7 
















■■ \ 

1 
1 
1 


8 
















' 1 


9 
















1 
1 


10 
11 


i 

1 


i 








1 

1 




1 












i 


12 
















1 

— t 


Soec E 


1 38 






f ■ 

! 






100 






































~ — ! 










1 








— 1 

i 

1 
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UyftUinn Qaliic for 1972-73 Sul)oo] Year*!' 
(eoo Vol. n, V, A for dotuilod ropoH) 



Qrado Lovol 
(includes only Jovola 
for wliich data woro 
roportod) 

I 
Z 
3 
4 
S 
6 



o Overall Mean Gain for School 



M<'/?-'V G;Hn r>c'r Month St. ti cv. 



0.8 



0.7 



0.8 



(means adjusted for differing class sizes) 

Name of Standardized -tTtJo 
Test(s) Used _ 



C. Right to Read Teacher Characteristics 
o Total Number Reported 

• Age 

o No. Years Teaching Experience 

• Sex 



No. 
Percent 



Ethnicity 

No. 

Percent 

Degree No. 



Mexican Puerto 



0.6 
0.7 



0.7 



0.7 



1 






Mean 


Range 


1 31 1 


22-55+ 


,1 






11 


Male 


FciDalo 




.1... 








95 





No 







8 






i4 










34 






60 







BA or BS MA or MS PhD 



I 



Other N o Ind ic atiun 



] 



Human- Fine No Indi- 

Area of Educ Soc Sci ities Arts Ph ysSci Math Other cation 

^^g''^^ No. 1 22 I I I I — I I ! 1 -] 

Read Reading Bilingual Multi No 
Spec Te acher Spec Subject Other Indication 
Job Title No. I I " i ~"> 22 I 1 I " | 

, , Tnner City Urb. n Suburb an Rural No hidication 

Residential No. | 4 ' \ 6 — [ 13 1 — i 1 

Index ' ' ' ' ' ' 



Total number of classes for which achievement data were reported: 



ERIC 



323 



8 



# toachor Attitudo Toward 

(figures indicate number of toachors responding) No Indica- 
tion or Not 



EffecUyenofts 



Included 





Excellent 


Good 


Adequate 


Poor 


Very Poor 


in Program 


i^ariftnt Involve- 
ment 


i 


3 


4 






15 


In<*86rvlc6 
Training 


6 


5 


4 






8 


Roadlng 
Specialist 


2 


4 


■: 4 




3 


10 


Inetructional 
Materials 


2 


3 


4 


^3 ■ : . 







Teacher Preference Regarding Continuing ^o 
Teach in Right To Read Program next years 

Yes 

Yesj if changes are made 

Questionable 

No 

No Response 



No; of 
Teachorcj 



District 
Sup I, 


i 

Principal 


Reading 
Specialist 


Reading 
Teacher 


Classroom 
Teacher 


Other 


No Title 
Indicated 

















hRlC 
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Effectiveness of Right To Read MaterlaU 

• Program Planning Procedure 
(PPP) 



Very Not No 

Useful Useful Useful Indication 



(A document with charts guiding the school in such areas as 
l>arent involvement, identification and prloritlElng of student 
needs and objectives* Identification of basic reading approaches, 
materials, and program organieations. Also supplied information 
on redirection of existing resources to support the new program) 



Ways in which PPP was used in program; 

Structuring Identification of Identification Listing 



Ongoing No 



X 













Very Not No 

Status and Reporting Center Useful Useful Useful Indication 

(S and RC) 



(A document with charts guiding the school in community involve- 
ment during planning of activities, and liaison with surrounding 
schools and Right to Read, Washington, D» C.) 



Ways in which S and RC was ut?ed: 



Program Student/Teacher Task Display Reference 

Planning Needs Assessment Assignments Program Progress Source 



Forecast Information No 
Outcomes Di's semination Indication 




10 



Technical Assiatant Utilization 

• Rating of Helpfulness: Very Not No 

Helpful Helpful Helpful Indication 



Technical Assistant Activities: 



1» Program pl^^nnlng 

2, Program implementation 

3, Interpret Right to Read 
planning materials 

4, Worl< on the Unit Task Force 

5/ Develop Work Statement/ 
Proposal 

6* Develop or identify 
curriculum materials 

7« Needs as^iessment 

8. Diagnosis /pre sc ription 

9. Identify objectives 
10» Staff development 



X 



lit Identify a ^;e mate approaches 
12, Develop team teaching 
13* Observe classes 

14, Advise on parental 
involvement 

15. Recommend consultants 
l6« Budget planning 

17. Evaluation 

18. Liaison with Right to Read, 
Washington, D.C. 

19. Plan for 1973-74 program 

20. No indication of activity 



X 



X 
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d. 



Payent Involveme nt 



• Extent o£ 

Involvement 



• Activities; 

1. Unit Task Force 

2. Program planning 

3. Program Implementation 

4. Develop materials 

5. Purchase/repair materials 

6. AideSf tutors, volunteers 

7. Advisory council 

8. Woikshops, conferences 



X 



High 


Medium 


Low 


No Indication 


nr 









9. Reading is Fundamental 

10. PTA| open housoi other 
traditional meetings 

11. Supplementary activities 

12. Community relations 

13. Information dlssemlnahon 

14. No indication 



X 
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Teacher Aides 

Percentage of Teachers Reporting Aides 

# Worked in classrooms 

# Were paid 

# Were? Parent 

Student teacher 

Community organization member 

High school student 

Other 

# Average number of hours aides worked 
per semester 

# Types of Activities Performed: 
Tutoring students 

Marking tests 

Distributing m4terials 

Working in small and large groups 

Preparing materials 

Liaison with parents and other outside personnel 
Bus monitoring 

Supervising recreational activities in or outside 
class 

Classroom maintenance 
Supervising field trips 
Other 



9% 



9% 



4% 



4% 



450 



X 



X 



X 



X 



Teacher rating of aides^ effectiveness (figurv)4 indicate number 
of teachers reporting data) 



Very 






Very 


Effective 


Effective 


Ineffective 


Ineffective 


I 


1 
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li P y o tt r am Cha t ac to r i st ic s 

li Inservlce Training ; 

# Individuals responeible for training: 
Consultants 

Technical Assistant Team (TAT) members 
Project director 
Reading specialist 
Classroom teacher 
No indication 



Individuals trained: 

Heading specialist/teacher 

Classroom teachers 

Other staff 

Paraprofesslonals 

Parents 

No indication 



0 Training areas* 

Learning theory 

Student background and self 
concept 

Language development 

Motor and perceptual skills 

Right to Read Program 

Diagnostic/ prescriptive 
approach 



X 
X 



Instructional approach 

Instructional materials 

Teaching techniques 

Classroom organization and 
management 

Evaluation 

No indication 



ERLC 



329 



14 



Training Methods: 

Group or individual meetings, seminars, workshops, 
conferences 

School visitations, demonstration teaching, classroom 
observations 

University courses 

Video taping, au^io-visuals, multi-media 
No indication 



Unit Task Force Activities 



Planning Phase 



Rating of helpfulness: 



Very Not No 

Helpful Helpful Helpful Indication 



UTF Members: 



Consultants 

Administrators 

Reading specialist 

Teachers 

Parents 

Others 

No Indication 

• Frequency of meetings: 



Very 






No 


Frequent 


Frequent 


Infrequent 


Indication 








X 
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jet with TATs 

l^y^lop proposal or work 

lltltemenf.v f^ ' 



Types of Activities! 

X 



8 assessment 

Develop aiagnostic/prescrlptive 
approach 

IWentlfy objectives 

lll^Kor-data ■ ' . 

i^jComplete PPP ■ 



Implementation Phase 

• Rating of Helpfulneb^: 



Develop materials 
Inservlce training 
Budget 

Information dissemination 

Develop tests 

Evaluation 

No indication ■ 



X 



X«'y Not 

Helpful Helpful Ui.\^f.^\ 


No 

Indication 






X 1 



UTF members: 



Consultants 

Administrators 

Reading specialist 

Teachers 

Parents 

Others 

No indication 



X 



X 



Frequency of Meetings: 

Very 



16 



• Typed of Activities: 

Moot with TATfi /consultants 

Develop criteria £o^ student 
Selection or placement 

Student diagnosis 

Identify tutors 

Inservice training 

Develop con^munity involvement 
activities 



Status and reporting activities 

Hecord progress 

Serve on special committees 

Review program progress 

Information dissemination 

Evaluation 

No indication 



3. Components of Diagnostic /Prescriptive Approach! 



Individualized prescription 
Identification of student skill levels 
Teacher observation 
Cont racts 

Individualized instruction 
Progress checklists 
Testing 

Review case histories 
Staff conferences 
Student/teacher conferences 



Supplementary materials 
Games I manipulatives 
Audio* Visualp Multimedia 
Commercially made programs 
Student grouping 
Special classes 
Skill Sessions 
Field trips 

Reading /language center 
Reading specialisti tutors 
Language experience approach 
Basal text instruction 
No indication 
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RoAdlng la taught Us it sep&rftte subject 

Rowing Is tftught Indirectly 
tHfough other subject matter 

Special assistance U provided outside the 
classroom (or students In special need of 
roadthg help 

No Indication 



Mean Number of 
Semester Hours 
Reported per Class 



92 



180 



26 



5. StU'i^nt/Teacher Organisation: 



Single teacher- -multi-subjects 

Reading specialist (responsible for more 
than one class) 

Team teachers 

Students doing cross-age teaching 

Tutor-specialist 

Tutor-aide 

Other 

No indication 



Mean Number of 
Semestor I;Iours 
Reported per Class 



342 



15 



6. 



Student Organization: 



Individualized reading instruction 
Small groups (5 or fewer students) 
Large groups (6 or more students) 
No indication 



Mean Number of 
Semester Hours 
Reported per Class 



ill 



Information on Items four through ten was obtained by asking teachers to report 

on each claaa they taught. Total number of classes for which data were reported; 23 
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18 



CUdsroom Language (All Classes Combined)* 



Standard English 
Non-standard English 
Spanish 
French 

Ajuerican Indian 
language or dialect 

Japanese 
No indication 



Language ot Instruction Native Language o£ Students 
(% of Time language (% of Students speaking 
Used) Language) 



100% 



99% 



8^ 



Reading Approach; 



Mean Number of 
Semester Hours 
Reported per Class 



Meaning emphasis 
Code emphasis 
Linguistics 
Modified alphabet 
Responsive environment 
Programmed learning 
Individualized reading 
Language experience 
Eclectic or teacher^s own 
Other 

No Indication 



50 



28 



10 



17 



10 
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■f 



ifi. 



9i Techniques Used for Reading Instructlont 



Machine- based programmed 
instruction 

Other programmed instruction 
Gaming/simulation 

Instructional TV 
Interactive media 
Intensive involvement 
Discussion groups 

Demonstration- Performance 

Lecture 

Contracts 

Use of supplementary materials 
Other 

No indication 



Mean Number of 
Semester Hours 
Reported per Class 



33 



16 



44 



91 



47 



62 
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Classroom Evaluation Procedures: 



OU(2nostlc reading tests are used with most or 
all students to determine individual reading needs. 

The teacher has formulated or selected 
specific objectives for each student. 

The teacher has formulated or selected 
specific objectives for the entire class. 

The teacher has developed or identified an 
instrument for measuring attitudes toward reading. 

The teacher has developed or Identified an 
Instrument for measuring attitudes toward 
reading for the entire class. 

Performance of students is measured In 
terms of objectives Set for each Individual. 

Performance of students Is measured in 
terms of objectives set for the entire class. 

Visible records are kept of class performance. 

Records of each student's performance are kept 
with respect to' each objective. 

Students are kept informed of their progress. 
Students are Involved in self- evaluation. 
Parents are informed of studento' progress. 
No indication 



Number of 
Classrooms 
In Which 
Procedure 
Used 



21 



17 



21 



17 



12 



18 



17 



15 



17 



20 



'42 



23 



Total Funding for 1972-73 school years Not clearly ind icated 
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J. MAJOR FINDINQS AND RECOMMENDATIONS REPORTED IN 
PROJECT 5fSLr-E VALUAT I ON 

1. Project Objectlvos ftnd Degree of Accomplishment * 




STUDENT 
Student Attitude 












Student Behavior 


X 








X 


Student Reading Achievement 


X 








X 


Reading. Related Skills 


X 








X 


TEACHER 
Teacher Competency 












Teacher Attitude 












Teacher Behavior 












PARENT/COMMUNITY 

Parent /Community 
Involvement 


X , 










Parent Attitude 


X 








X 


PROGRAM 
Information Dissemination 












Individualization of 
Instruction 












Innovations 












Inservlce Training 












Additional Materials, 
Services or Personnel 













>>Site8 may have indicated program succeed under "Program Objectives 
and Degree of Accomplishnent" or under ••Major Findings'^i The 
reader should refer to both sections for a complete understanding of 
how successful the program was according to data in the self-evaluation* 
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2. Majof Findings* 




STUDENT 
E!G»«dln(t Achievement 
















Social SkilU 














^ — 


TEACHER 
Competency 








Attitude 








teacher -Student Relations 








teacher -Staff Relations 








PARENT/COMMUNITY 








Support 


Involvement 








PROGRAM 
Success of Ineervlce TralnlnR 








Program Flexibility 








Helpfulness of Technical Assistance 








Significant Changes in Reading 
Approach 








Individualization of Instruction 








Value of Assistance from 
Aides/Volunteers 









SITE DID NOT CLEARLY STATE FINDINGS X 



«Sites may h»ve indicated program success under "Major Findings" or 
1; ; und^r "Program Objectives and Degree o( Accomplishment". The 

reader shoult} refer to both sections for a complete understanding of 
II sviccessful the program was according to dat^ li\ the self- evaluation, 
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Recommendations contained within the $elf*evaluatlon reports 
were categorized Into the areas listed below» An **X'* Indicates that 
the site made a recommondatlon with regard to that particular area« 

More emphasis on readlng-^related skills 
Increased emphasis on improving student achievement 
_ Increased emphasis on improving student attitude 
More remedial help 

Increased effort to Involve parents/community 

Increased school-parent communications 

More staff training 

More emphasis on diagnostic-prescriptive approach 

More emphasis on individualization of instruction 

^ Expand program within school/school district 

^^ ^^ More materials/equipment/personnel 

^^^^ Increased emphasis on Improving teacher competency 

Increased emphasis on Improving teacher attitude 

Improved evaluation techniques 

^ Re-definition of needs 

^^^^ Improved communication with HEW 

Continued funding 

SITE DID NOT CLEARLY STATE RECOMMENDATIONS ^ 
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Schoolt 2105 



m 

Si" 
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School; 2105 
QradoBi 1-6 



A D"' C 



D ic 



School Characierrsticti 

1. OooprAfihlc Roqlon 

*Statoi in thia region arej D.C,, DeUwarft, minols, Indiana, 
Maryland, Michigan, Ohio, Pennsylvania, Virginia, West 
Virginia 

2. Urban-Rural Indox 



Urban 


Suburban 


Rural 


X 











3. Student Population (Tot al School) 

Total Reported Enrollment 828 



• 



Total Students in Each Grade Level 

Grade No. of Students Grade No. of Students 



K 


121 


7 


1 


135 


8 


2 


125 


9 


3 


121 


10 


4 


114 


11 


5 


HI 


12 


6 


101 





Studont Ethnicity (Total School) 

American Indian 

Asian 

Black 

Moxican American 
Puerto Rican 
White 
Other 



Percent 



92 
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^* Right to Read Student Chayacterlattco 

1. Amount of Time In Programt 1972-73 School Year 

2* Number of Right to Read Students in Each Grade Level 
and Ethnic Breakdown 





Percent 




No. of 

V4 WIViii 9 


American 

inrli An 


1 


Mexican 


Asian 


Puerto 

O 1 ^ AVI 


VY OliQ 


Other 


K 






j 












1 

— »• — * 


135 




13 




3 


1 


81 


3 


2 


.1?5 . . 




, n 1 








. A4 . 




3 


id 




1 1 




9 
C 




O 0 


c 


4 


1 14 




7 




A 




OA 


> 
c 


5 


111 

111 




11 








ma 
oy 


] 


6 


101 


— — 


5 










7 


















8 
















— ^ 


9 




■ 














10 






j 










11 






1 








— t 

1 1 


12 








J 








1 




































i 


















1 

1 
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hoiidiDj' OalnB for' 1972:73 Sdiciol Yoarl* 
<BQO Vol, JI, V, A for {loiuUod roiiorl) 



{Inclntlos oi\ly lovols 
for which tl«%la vvoro 
ropoytud) 

I 

2 
3 
4 
5 
6 



Moan Gidn por Moiilli St. ppy. 



Ovorall Mean Gain for School 0^9 
(moanB adjusted for diffoiing class Bifios) 

Namu of Slandardiuod 
Te6t(s) Used 



ITBS 



0.9 



0.6 



C. 



Rifih t io l^cad Toacho j.' Chaynctnyi KHrK 
0 Total Number Uoportod [|][ 



Moan 

ED 



O Ago 

• No. Yearo Teaching JBxporionco QiZ^ ^ ^r^l 

_Jyl{ilo Fomalo 

• Sox No. 

Pei'cont 



Kanj^ o 
2.7,r55f J ] 



1 



18 



0 


Ethnicity 


Amrind Asian BlncU 


Mexican Puerto 
Amer Ricnn 


Wlilto 


Other 


No 
Indidatloii 




No. 


3 




2 














Percent 


15 




12' ' 













Degree 

Area of 
Degree 



No. 



_DA or BS MA or MS P hD Other No Indication 
I ?. _ 



I 



T 



I 



3 



Human.- Fine No Jndi. 

Ednc Soc Set itioo Arte Phy sSci Math Othor cation 

i 1? I 1 FT I 1 I ) r — r — 



Road Reading Bilingual Multl No 
Spec Tcaclior Spec Subject Other Indication 
Job Title No. 1 I i I 2n I I 



« It 4.1 , Inner City Urban Suburban Rural N o Indication 

Index rnr ' i 6 1 12 T— 1 -1 



'^Total number of cla8»;o8 for which achiovomcnt data were reported! 13 



««Doe8 not include combined classes 
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# Teacher Attitude Toward Right To Road Koature© 

(HguroD Indicate number of loachore roepondiny) No Indica- 
tion or Not 
Included 



EffocH veneso 



Parent Involve 
ment 

In-service 
Training 

Reading 
Specialist 

Instructional 
Materials 





6 








15 




3 


I 








5 


7 


2 


3 




4 


3 


10 


4 






4 



D. 



• Teacher Preference Re^ardinB ContinuinR ♦^o 
Teach in Right To Read Program next year: 

Yes 

Yes, If c)iangoo are made 

Questionable 

No 

No Response 
Identification of Project Director 



District 
Supt. 



Reading Reading Classroom 



No; of 
Teachers: 



No Tillo 



Principal Specialiet Teachor Teftch(ir Other IncH catcd 



X 
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I 

f 



9 



E« E/fectlveneia of Right To Read Materials 

• Program Planning Procedure 
(PPP) 



Not 



No 



Useful Useful Useful Indication 




X 







(A document with charts guiding the school in such areas as 
parent involvement, identification and prioritising of student 
needs and objectives, identlfiratinn of basic reading apprcachesi 
materialDiand program organisations, Also supplied information 
on redirection of existing resources to support the new program) 



Ways In which PPP was used in programs 

Structuring Identification of Identification Listing Ongoing No 

and Planning Student/Teacher Needs of Objectives Priorities EvaU Indication 



Status and Reporting Center 
(S and RC) 



Very 
Useful 



Useful 



Not 
Useful 



No 

Indication 



(A document With charts guiding the school in community involve- 
ment during planning of activities^ and liaison with surrounding 
schools and Right to Read, Washington, C) 



Ways in which S and RC was used: 

Program Student/Teacher Task 
Planning Needs Assessment Assignments 



iDlsplay Reference 
Program Progress Source 



ForOi^ast Information No 
Outcomes Dissemination Indication 




Technical Aaeistant Uttlizatton 

• Rating of Helpfulnesa! Very Not No 

Helpful Helpful Helpful Indication 



[ 



X 



Technical As sis tant Activities : 



4. 
5* 



7. 

9. 

10. 



Program planning 

Program implementation 

Interpret Right to Read 
planning materlala 

Work on the Unit Task Force 

Develop Work Statement/ 
Proposal 

Develop or identify 
curriculum materials 

Needs asaesament 

Diagnosis /prescription 

Identify objectives 

Staff development 



lie Identify alternate approaches 

12» Develop team teaching 

13, Observe classes 

14» Advise on parental 
involvement 

15. Recommend consultants 

16. Budget planning 
17 • Evaluation 

18, Liaison with Right to Read, 
Washington, D,Ce 

19. Plan for 1973*74 program 
20* No indication of activity 



Q* Payent Involvement 



# Extent of 
Involvement 



• Activities: 

!• Unit Task Force 

2# Program planning 

3, Program Implementation 

4. Develop materials 

5i Purchase/repair materials 

6t Aides, tutors, volunteers 

7i Advisory council 

8, WorkshopSi conferences 



High Medium Low No Indication 



9. Reading is Fundamental 

10. PTA, open housoi other 
traditional meetings 

11. Supplementary activities 
1 2. Community relations 

13« Information dissemination 

14, No indication 



X 
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Teachor Aldel! 

Percentage of Teachers Reporting Aides 

• Worked In classrooms 

• Were paid 

• Were? Parent 

Student teacher 

Community prgantzatlon tnembcir 
High school stUdetit 
: : ^ ,. . other ■ 

• Average number of hours aides ^vorked , 
per semester 

• Types of Activities Performed} 
lutorlnjg students 

Marking tests 
Distributing materials 
Working in sm<^U and large groups 
Preparing materials 

Liaison with pitrents and other outside personnel 
Bus monitoring 

Supervising recreational activities In or outside 
class 

Classroom maintenance 
Supervising field trips 
Other 



0 



15 



X 



X 



X 



X 



Teacher rating of aides* effectiveness (figurej indicate number 
of teachers reporting data) 



Very 






Very 


Effective 


Effective 


Ineffective 


Ineffective 


I 









I. PrcgrAm Characterlattcs 




l» Inseyyice Training : 

# Individual responsible (or training: 



Consultants 

Technical Assistant Team (TAT) members 
Project director 
Reading specialist 
Classroom teacher 
No Indication 

# Individuals trained: . 

Reading specialist/teacher 

Classroom teachers 

Other staff 

Paraprofessionals 

Parents 

No indication 



• Training areas- 
Learning theory 

Student background and self 
concept 

Language development 

Motor and perceptual skills 

Right to Read Program 

Diagnostic/ prescriptive 
approach 



Instructional approach 

Instructional materials 

Teaching technlqued 

Classroom organization and 
management 

Evaluation 

No indication 



14 



Training Methode: 

Group or individual m«etlng«, aeminars, workahope, 
coniferencds 

School vUltatlone, demonstration Uachlng, clasaroom 
observation 1 

University courses 

Videotaping, audio -visuals, multi-media 
No indication 



X 



Unit Task Force Activities 

Planning Phase 

• Rating of helpfulness! 



Very 



Not 



No 









X 



UTF Members: 



Consultants 

Administrators 

Reading specialist 

Teachers 

Parents 

Others 

No indication 



Frequency of meetings: 



Very 
Frequent 



No 



Frequent Infrequent Indication 



X 
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• Types of Actlvltlesi 



Moot with TAT a 

?|>evoibp proposal or work 
statement 

Needs assossment 

Develop diagnostic /prescriptive 
approach 

Identify objectives 
Gather data 
Complete PPP 



Develop materials 
Inservice training 
Budget 

Information dissemination 
Develop tests 
Evaluation 
No Indication 



X 



Implementation Phase 



Rating of Helpfulness: 



Very 



Not 



No 



Helpful Helpful Helpful Indication 






X 



UTF members: 



Consultants 

Administrators 

Reading specialist 

Teachers 

Parents 

Others 

No indication ' 



Frequency of Meetings: 



Very 
Frequent 


Frequent 


Infrequent 


No 

Indication 


1 






^ 1 



16 



Types of Activities: 



Moot with TATs /consultants 

Dovoiop criteria for student 
sc^lection or placement 

Student diagnosis 

Identify tutors 

Inservice training 

Develop community involvement 
activities 



Status and reporting activities 

Record progress 

Serve on special committees 

Review program progress 

Information dlssomlnatlon 

Evaluation 

No indication 



Components of Diagnostic/Prescriptive Approach: 



individualized prescription 
Identification of student skill levels 
Teacher observation 
Contracts 

Individualized Instruction 
Progress checklists 
Testing 

Review case histories 
Staff conferences 
Student/teacher conferences 



X 



Supplementary materials 
Games, manipulatives 
Audio* Visual, Multimedia 
Commercially made programs 
Student grouping 
Special classes 
Skill sessions 
Field trips 

Reading/language center 
Reading specialist, tutors 
Language experience approach 
Basal text instruction 
No indication 
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4* Program Locatloni* 

' . [ ' • 

Reading is taught as a separate subject 

Reading Is taught Indirectly 
through other subject matter 

Special assistance Is provided outside the 
classroom (or students in special need of 
reading help 

No Indication 

5. Student/Teacher Organization: 



Single teacher- -multi-subjects 

Reading specialist, (responsible for more 
than one class) 

Team teachers 

Students doing cross -age teaching 

Tutor-specialist 

Tutor-aide 

Other 

No indication 

6« Student Organization; 

Individualized reading instruction 
Small groups (5 or fewer students) 
Large groups (6 or more students) 
No indication 



Mean Number of 
Semester Hours 
Reported per Glass 



172 



64 



Mean Number of 
Semester Hours 
.Reported per Class 

416 



4 



0^ 

11 
0 



Mean Number of 
Semester Hours 
Reported per Class 

11 

J 

100 



'''Information on items four through ten was obtained by asking teachers to report 
on each class Ihey taught. Total number of classes for which data were reported; 



18 



7. 



CUsdYOom Language (All Classes Combined)* 



Standard English 
Non-standard English 
Spanish 
French 

American Indian 
language or dialect 

Japanese 
No indication 



Language of instruction Native L^anguage of Student 
{% of Time Language (% of Students speaking 
Used) ; Language 



100% 



95% 



1 



8. 



Reading Approach: 



Mean Number of 
Semester Hours 
Reported per Class 



Meaning emphasis 
Code emphasis 
Linguistics 
Modified alphabet 
Responsive environment 
Programmed learning 
individualized reading 
Language experience 
Eclectic or teacher's own 
Other 

No indication 



41 



45 



24 
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techniques Used for Reading Instruction: 



Machine- based programmed 
instruction 

Othor programmed instruction 
Gaming/ simulation 

Instructional TV 
Interactive media 
Intensive Involvement 
Discussion groups 
Demonstration- performance 
Lecture 
Contracts 

Use of supplementary materials 
Other 

No indication 



Mean Number of 
Semester Hours 
Reported por Glass 



li 
_! 

-1 

_2 

-i 
__0 

11 
25 

__3 

_l_ 

_6 

22 
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20 



Ciasaroom Evaluation Proceduresi 



Diagnostic reading tests aye used with most or 
all students to determine individual reading needs. 

The teacher has formulated or selected 
specific objectives for each student, 

The teacher has formulated or selected 
specific objectives for the entire class. 

The teacher has developed or identified an 
instrument for measuring attitudes toward reading. 

The teacher has developed or identified an 
instrument for measuring attitudes toward 
reading for the entire class. 

Performance of students is measured in 
terms of objectives Set for each individual. 

Performance of students is measured in 
terms of objectives set for the entlro class. 

Visible records are kept of class performance. 

Records of each student's performance are kept 
with respect to each objective. 

Students are kept informed of their progress. 
Students are Involved in self-evaluatlon, 
Parents are Informed of students* progress. 
No Indication 



Number of 
Classrooms 
In Which 
Procedure 
Osed 



20 



19 



21 



19 



18 



16 



16 



20 



12 



21 



Total Funding for 1972-73 school year; Not dearly Ind icated 
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j. 



Project Objectives and Decree of AccompUahment '■' 



I. 




STUDENT 
Student Attitude 












Studdnt BdhdiVlor 


X 

Mm 


V 








Studdttt Re^dlniz Achievement 


V 










Heading*- Related Skills 












TEACHER 
Teacher Competency 












Teacher Attitude 












Teacher Behavior 












PARENT /COMMUNITY 

Parent/Community 
Involvement 












Parent Attitude 












PROGRAM 
Information OU semination 












Individualization of 
Instruction 












Innovations 












Inservlce Traininii 












Additional MaterlalSi 
Services or Personnel 













'^'Sites may have Indicated progrjjm success under ^'Program Objectives 
and Degree of Accomplishment*' or under ''Major Findings'*. The 
reader should refer to both sections for a complete understanding of 
how successful the program was according to data in the self «e valuation. 
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Major Finding s* ^^ 



i — ^ 



Major Area 




STUDENT 

Reading Achievement 

Reading "Related Skills 

Social SkllU 

Attitude 
TEACHER 

Competencv 

Attitude 

Teacher -Student Relations 
Teacher >Stafl Relations 

PARENT/ COMMUNITY 

Support 

Involvement 



PROGRAM 

Success of Inservtce Training 

Program Flexibility 

Helpfulness of Technical Assistance 

Significant Changes in Reading 

Approach 

Individualization of Instruction 

Value of Assistance from 

Aides /Volunteers | 

SITE DID NOT CLEARLY STATE FINDINGS X 



<«Sites may have indicated program success under '^Major Findings^' or 
under '^Program Objectives and Degree of Accomplishment". The 
reader should refer to both sections for a complete understanding of 
^j'^w successful the program was according to data in the self-evaluation. 
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3i Prp^yam Recommcndationt 



Recomm«ndatlond contained within the eelNevaluation reportii 
Wttte oategorlaied Into the areas listed beloWi An ^^X^' indicates that 
the site made a recommendation with regard to that particular areai 

^. More emphasis on readlng^related skills 

increased emphasis on Improving student achievement 
_^ Increased emphasis on improving student attitude 
More remedial help 
. Increased effort to involve parents/community 
^ ^^^ ^ ^ ^^^^ Increased schooUparent communications 
^ More staff training 

More emphasis on diagnostic<*prescrlptive approach 
More emphasis on IndivlduallKation of Instruction 
Expand program within school/ school district 
^^^^ More materials/equlpment/personnel 

^ Increased emphasis on improving teacher competency 
^ Increased emphasis on improving teacher attitude 
Improved evaluation techniques 
Re -definition of needs 
^ Improved communication with HEW 
Continued funding 

SITE DID NOT CLEARLY STATE RECOMMENDATIONS 



■iii 



School: 2402 
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INDIVIDUAL SITE ASSESSMENT 



School: 2402 



Grados: K-6 



Sc hool Characteristics 
Googyaphtc Region 



A B C D E* F 
I I I I 



<<SUtes in this region are*. ColoradOi Kansas, Iowa, Missouri 
Minnesota, Montana, Nebraska, North Dakota, South Dakota 
*Utah, Wisconsin, Wyoming 



2. Urban-Rural Index 



Urban 



Suburban 



Rural 



3. Student Population (Total School) 



Total Reported Enrollment 186 



Total Students in Each Grade Level 



Grade No. of Students 



Grade No. of Students 



K 
1 

2 
3 
4 
5 
6 



25 



26 



20 



33 



28 



26 



7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 



28 



S udent Ethnicity (Total School) 

American Indian 

Asian 

Black 

Mexican Ameirican 
Puerto Rican 
White 
Other 



Percent 



5 



B, Right to Read Student Charaoterletlcs 

1, Amount of Time in Program; 1972-73 School Year 

2« Number of Right to Read Students In £ach Grade Level 
and Ethnic Br ealcdown 



Grade 


Total 
NO. of 
Students 


^ — , — — — • ■ " ■ — — — ' ■ . " , ■ 

Percent 


American 
Indian 


Black 


Mexican 
American 


Asian 
American 


Puerto 
Rican 


White 


Other 


K 


25 






4 






96 




• 

1 


26 








3 




97 






20 


5 










95 


1 


3 


33 












100 




4 


28 












100 




5 


26 


3.5 




3.5 




— 


92 
97 




6 


28 


3 











7 


















8 


















9 




— 














10 
















— . — ...i 


11 
















1 

1 


12 
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C. 



Reading Qalns for 197;5-73 School Year*!' 
(«oo Vol, n, Vt A for dotailod roport) 

# Gvado Level 

(includes only lo vol 8 
for wWch data wore 



reported) 


Kluan Gain par Month 


St. Dev. 


1 






2 


0.7 


_ , 0. 7 


3 


1.0 


1.0 


4 


1.3 


1.3 


5 


1.0 


0.9 


6 


0.8 


1.2 


Overall Mean CJai« fnv Srlmnl 1.0 


l.l 



(mcauB adjusted for differing class ei^cs) 

Namo of Standardised , cat 
Te8t{8) Used 2^31 



Right to Ro^d T e acher CharacteriaticB 

# Total Number Reported 

# Age 

# Mo, Years Teaching Experience 



Sex 



No, 
Percent 



CO 

Mean 

cm 

Male 



I 2.^25 



"5T 



Female 



Mexican Puerto 



Range 
I 22-55+ I 



No 



Ethnicity Amr Ind Asian Black Aiitier 

No. 
Percent 



Rlcan White Other indication 



Degree 

Area of 
Degree 



Job Title 



Index 



No. 













--8"""- 
















100 






BA or BS MA or MS PhD Other 


No Indication 


1 8 






1 




i 




Educ Soc Set 


Human* Fine 
ities Arts 


I No Indi 
Phys Sci Math Other cation 








I 


1 , 






1 ■ 1 


Read 
Spec 


Reading Bilingual 
Teacher Spec 


Multl 
Subject 


No 

Other Indication 


I I 


1 




I 


4 


3 




1 


Inner City Urban 


Suburban Rural NoJndication 


1 , 


1 


1 




1 ? 






1 



Total number of classes for which achievement data were reported: 5 



# Teacher Attitude Toward Right To Road Features 

(flguroe indicate number of teachers reopondlng) No Indlca- 

r^.. ^ tion or Not 

EffectivenoB S Included 



♦ 


Excellent 


Good 


AdoQuato 


Poor 


Vorv Poor 


in Profj(rajT» 


Parent liwolve- 
ment 




3 


2 


I 




3 


In«8ervlce 
Training 


3 


4 


I 






I 


Reading 
Specialist 


1 


3 


3 






2 


Instructional 
Materials 


4 


2 


2 






1 



# Teacher Preference Regarding Continuing ^o No; of 

Teach in Right To Read Program next year: Teachers! 

Yes \ ~ 

Yes, {£ changes are made 

Questionable 

No 

No Response 
Identification of Project Director 

District ' Reading Reading Classroom No Title 

Supti Principal Specialist Teacher Teacher Other Indicated 



IS 



J|i Eiff^ctivcneas of Right To Read Materials 

• Program Planning Procedure 
(PPP) 







9 




T w A y 




Not 




Useful 


Useful 


Useful 


Indication 




X 







(A docviment with charts guiding the school in such areas as 
parent involvement, identification and prioritizing of stvident 
needs and objectives, identification of basic reading approaches, 
materials, and program organizations. Also supplied information 
on redirection of existing resources to support the new program) 



Ways in'which PPP was used in program: 

Structuring Identification of Identification Listing 



Ongoing No 













X 



Very Not No 

Status and Reporting Center Useful Useful U seful Indication 

(S and RC) 



(A document with charts guiding the school in community involve- 
ment during planning of activities, and liaison with surrounding 
schools and Right to Read, Washington, D. C.) 

Ways In which S and RC was used: 

Program Student/Teacher Task Display Reference 

Planning Needs Assessment Assignments Program Progress Source 



Forecast Information No 
Outcomes Dissemination Indication 
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F, Technical Aaeifltant UtlUaatlon 



• Rating oi Helpfulness: 


Very 




Not 


No 


Helpful 


Helpful 


Helpful 


Indication 










X 



Technical Aeelstant Activitlesr 



1. 

5. 
6. 
7. 

% 



Program planning 

Program Implementation 

Interpret Right to Read 
planning materials 

Work on the Unit Task Force 

Develop Work Statement/ 
Proposal 



Develop or Identify 
curriculum materials 



Needs assessment 
Diagnosis /prescription 
Identify objectives 
Staff development 



11. Identify alternate approaches 

12. Develop team teaching 
13t Observe classes 

14. Advise on parental 
involyemeht 

15. Recommend consultants 

*• ■ - 

16. Budget platwing 

17. Evaluation 

18. Liaispn with Right to Read, 
Washington, P.C, 

19. Plan for 1973^.74 program 

20. No Indication of activity 
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0» P&rent Involvement 



Extent of 
Involvement 



0 Activities: 
Unit Task Force 
Program planning 
Program implementation 
Develop materials 
Purchase/repair materials 
Aides, tutors, volunteers 
Advisory council 
Workshops, conferences 



High Medium Low No Indication 



X 



X 



X 



T 



9. Reading is Fundamental 

10« PTA, open house, other 
traditional meetings 

11* Supplementary activities 

12, Community relations 

13» Information dissemination 

14» No indication 



1 



X 
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Teacher Aides 



Percentage of Teachdrt Reporting Aides 

• Worked In classrooms 

• Were paid 

• Were} Parent 

Student teacher 

Community organization member 

High school student 

Other 

• Average number of hours aides worked 
per semester 

• Types of Activities Performedt 
Tutoring students 

Marking to stfl 
Distributing materials 
Working in small and large groups 
Preparing materials 

Liaison with parents and other outside personnel 
Bus monitoring 

Supervising recreational activities in or outside 
class 

Classroom maintenance 
Supervising field trips 
Other 



27% 



13% 



13% 



13% 



30 



X 



X 



X 



X 



X 



Teacher raUng of aides' effectiveness {figures' indicate number 
of teachers reporting data) 

Very Very 
Effective Effective Ineffective Ineffective 
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I* Program Characteristics 

1« Inservico Training ; 

• I idividuaU responsible for training: 
Consultants 

Technical Assistant Toam (TAT) membetrs 
Project director 
Reading specialist 
Classroom teacher 
No indication 



X 



X 



Individuals trained: 



Reading specialist/teacher 

Classroom teachers 

Other staff 

Paraprofcsslonals 

Parents 

No indication 



• Training areas* 

Learning theory 

Student background and self 
concept ^ 

Language development 

Motor and perceptual skills 

Right to Read Program 

Diagnostic / prescriptive' 
approach 



Instructional approach 

Instructional materials I X 

Teaching techniques 

Classroom organisation and 
management 

Evaluation I ^ 

No indication 




14 



# Training Methods: 

Group or individual meetlngSi seminars^ workshops, 
conferences 

School visitations I demonstration teaching, classroom 
observations 

University courses 

Video tapingp audlo*visualS| multl-^medla 
No indication 



Unit Task Force Activities 
Planning Phase 

• Rating of helpfulness: Very Not No 

Helpful Helpful Helpful Indication 



X 



X 



UTF Members: 



Consultants 

Administrators 

Reading specialist 

Teachers 

Parents 

Others 

No indication 



Frequency of meetings: 



Very No 
Frequent Frequent _ Infrequent Indlcati^bn 
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Types of Activities? 



Moot with TATs 

Develop proposal or work 
statement 

Needs assessment 

Develop diagnostic/prescriptive 
approach 

Identify objectives 
Gather data 
Complete PPP 



X 



Develop materials 
Inservice training 
Budget 

Information dissemination 
Develop tests 
Evaluation 
No indication 



X 



Implementation Phase 



Rating of Helpfulness: 



Very Not No 

Helpful Helpful Helpful Indic ation 



X 



UTF members: 



Consultants 

Administrators 

Reading specialist 

Teachers 

Parents 

Others 

No indication 



Frequency of Meetings: 



Very 

Frequent Frequent 



No 

Infrequent Indication 



X 
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t Types of Actlvltlest 

Meet with TATs /consultants 

Develop criteria for student 
Selection or placement 

Student diagnosis 

Identify tutors 

Inservice training 

Develop community involvement 
activities 



Status and reporting activities 
Record progress 
Servo on special committees 
Review program progress 
Information dissemination 
Evaluation 
No indication 



Components of Diagnostic/Prescriptive Approach: 



Individualized prescription 
Identification of student skill levels 
Teacher observation 
Contracts 

Individualized instruction 
Progress checklists 
Testing 

Review case histories 

Staff conferences 

Student /teacher conferences 



X 



X 



X 



Supplementary materials 
Games I manipulative s 
Audio- Visual^ Multimedia 
Commercially made programs 
Student grouping 
Special classes 
Skill sessions 
Field trips 

Reading/language center 
Reading specialist, tutors 
Language experience approach 
Basal text Instruction { 
No Indication 
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4. 



Program Locationj* 



Reading is taught as a separate subject 

Reading is taught indirectly 
through other subject matter 

Special assistance is provided outside the 
classroom for students In special need of 
reading help 

No indication 



Mean Number of 
Semester Hours 
Reported per Class 



103 



33 



82 



5. 



Studont/Teacher Organization: 



Single teacher--multi-subjects 

Reading specialist (responsible for more 
than one class) 

Team teachers 

Students doing cross -ago teaching 

Tutor-specialist 

Tutor -aide 

Other 

No indication 



Mean Number of 
Semester Hours 
Reported per Class 



0 

IT 



133 



12 



6. 



Student Organization: 



Individualized r;eading instruction 
Small groups (3 or fewer students) 
Large groups (6 or more studentp) 
No indication 



Mean Number of 
Semester Hours 
Reported per Class 



20 



137 



27 



'•'Information on Items four through ten was obtained by asking teachers to report 
on each class lliey taught. Total number of classes for which d«^ta were reported: 



18 



7. 



Ciassroom Language (All Classes Combined)! 



Standard English 
Non-standard English 
Spanish 
French 

American Indian 
language or dialect 

Japanese 
No indication 



Language of Instruction 
(% of Time Language 
Used) 



100% 



Native Languac 
(% of Students £ 
Language ) 



;e of Student 
peaking 



100% 



8. 



Reading Approach: 



Meaning emphasis 
Code emphasis 
Linguistics 
Modified alphabet 
Responsive environment 
Programmed learning 
Individualized reading 
Language experience 
Eclectic or teacher^ s own 
Other 

No indication 



Mean Number of 
Semester Hours 
Reported per Class 



10 



34 



21 



55 



14 



38 



ERJC 



374 



19 



9, Techniques Used for Reading Instruction; 



Machine -based programmed 
instruction 

Other programmed instruction 
Gaming/simulation 

Instructional TV 
Interactive media 
Intensive involvement 
Discussion groups 
Demonstration- performance 
Lecture 
Contracts 

Use of supplementary materials 
Other 

No indication 



Mean Number ( 
Semester Hours 
Reported per Class 



17 



35 



18 



12 



11 



37 



30 



ERIC 
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10. Classroom Evaluation Procedures: 



Diagnostic reading tests are used with most or 
all students to determine individual reading needs. 

The teacher has formulated or selected 
specific objectives for each student. 

The teacher has formulated or selected 
specific objectives for the entire class. 

The teacher has developed or identified an 
instrument for measuring attitudes toward reading. 

The teacher has developed or identified an 
instrument for measuring attitudes toward 
reading for the entire class. 

Performance of students is measured in 
terms of objectives set for each individual. 

Performance of students is measured in 
terms of objectives set for the entire class, 

Visibl t records are kept of class performance. 

Becords of each student's performance are kept 
with respect to each objective. 

Students are kept informed of their progress. 
Students are involved in self^evaluation. 
Parents are informed of students* progress. 
No indication 



Number of 
Classrooms 
in Which 
Procedure 

13 



10 



13 



13 



10 



11 



14 



11. Total Funding for 1972-73 school year: $40, 000 
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J. MAJOR FINDINGS AND RECOMMENDATIONS REPORTED IN 



I . Project ObjftcttvoB and Degree of Accomplishment 




STUDENT 
Student Attitude 


X 








X 


Student Behavior 


X 


X 








Student Reading Achievement 


X 










Reading. Relatod Skills 












TEACHER 
Teacher Competency 












Teacher Attitude 












Teacher Behavior 


X 


X 








PARENT/COMMUNITY 

Parent/Commupiiy 
Involvement 


X 










Parent Attitude 












PROGRAM 
Information Dissemination 












Individualization of 
Instruction 


?? 


X 








Innovations 












Inservice Training; 












Additional MaterialSi 
Services or Personnel 




..X 









*t<Site8 may have indicated program success under "Program Objectives 
and Degree of Accomplishment" or under "Major Findings". The 
reader should refer to both sections for a complete understanding oi 
how successful the program was according to data in the self-evaluation. 
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2. Major Finding 8» 



Major Area 




STUDENT 
Reading Achievement 


















V 
A 














TEACHER 
Competency 








Attitude 








Teacher -Student Relations 








Teacher-Staff l^elations 








PARENT/COMMUNITY 
Support 








Involvement 


X 






PROGPAM 
Success of Inse^vice Trainin;^: 








Program Flexibility 








Helpfulness of Technical Assistance 








Significant Changes in Reading 
Approach 








Individualization of Instruction 








Value of Assistance from 
Aides /Volunteers 









SITE DID NOT CLEARLY STATE FINDINGS 



<<Site8 may have indicated program success under '^Major Findings*' or 
under ^'Program Objectives and Degree of AccompUahment'*. The 
reader should refer to both sections for a complete understanding of 
O successful the program was according to data in the self -evaluation. 
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3. Program Recommendations 

Recommendations contained within the self-evaluation reports 
were categorized Into the areas listed below» An «»X*' indicates that 
the site made a recommendation with regard to that particular area* 

More emphasie on reading-related skills 

Increased emphasis on improving student achievement 

Increased emphasis on improving student attitude 

More remedial help 

Increasel effort to involve parents/community 

^ Increased school-parent communications 

More staff training 

M ore emphasis on diagnostic-prescriptive approach 

More emphasis on individualization of instruction 

Expand program within school/school district 

More materials/equipment/personnel 

. Increased emphasis on improving teacher competency 

Increased emphasis on improving teacher attitude 

X Improved evaluation techniques 
_ Re-definition of needs 
Improved communication with HEW 

Continued funding 

SITE DID NOT CLEARLY STATE RECOMMENDATIONS 
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School: 2602 
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INDIVIDUAL SITE ASSESSMEN T 



School! 



260. 



Grades: K-6 



A. School Characloyistics 



1. Gcofiraphic Rogion 



., A BC D K* F 

^States in this region arc: Colorado, Kansas, Iowa, Missouri, 
Minnesota, Montana, Nebraska., North Dakota, South Dakota, 
Utah, Wisconsin, Wyoming 



2« Urban- Rural Index 
Urban 



Suburban 



Rural 



3. Student Population (Total School) 



Total Reported Enrollment 596 



Total Students in Each Grade Level 

No> of Students Grade No. of Students 



K 


86 


7 


1 


69 


8 


2 


73 


9 


3 


71 


10 


4 


104 


11 


S 




12 


6 


98 





Student Ethnicity (Total School) 

American Indian 

Asian 

Black 

Mexican American 
Puerto Rican 
White 
Othe r 



Percent 
0. 5 
0. 5 



93 
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B. Right to Read Student Gharacterlatlos 

1. Amount of Time in Program: 1972-73 School Year 

2. Number of Right to Read Students In Each Grade Level 
and Ethnic Breakdown 





Percent 




No. of 


American 
Indid^n 


7 

Black 


Mexican 


Asian 


Puerto 

■4i V L\« ft 4 


White 


Other 


K 


86 




1 








99 




1 




69 




6 








94 




2 
3 


73 




6 








94 


— i 


7 1 




7 




1 






— ! 


4 


1 AA 


1 
1 


o 
o 








Q 1 




5 




1 
1 


6 




\ 
I 




yc 


4 

1 

_ 1 


6 


yo 




8 








7^ 


7 
















1 


8 


















9 


















10 








1 








^-—4 


11 






1 








\ 

1 


12 






1 
1 

i 








— i 




































! 
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(houVoI. il, V, A for OtUaiU'd vi'jsi:'l) 



0 Grudo Luvol 

(inchuL'u only Icvclii 
for \vljic)\ data wove 
ropor( od) 



1 

2 
3 
4 
5 
6 



^A! iiiil i^iiiilL JLlMl'-Mi' " ! 1l St . 1 )o V . 



l.C 



.8 



l.C 



1. 



Overall Moan Gain for School 
(moans adjusted for differing clans sixes) 

^SSlMu'ed*"''"-'"' Gates Mac OlnUie, 



0.9 



P.itiht to Read Toa ch er Characterlstic » 

• Total Number Reported 

• Age 

• No, Years Tcachjnc; Exporionco 



0 



f " 20 



Me ail Kani>,o 



Sex 





Male 


Female 


No. 


I 




.. ',9 , 


Percent 


6 




05 



Mexican Puerto No 
ElhnicJty Amrind Asian Black Amev Rican V/hite Other JnOIcaiion 

No- 
Percent 



I 




J 




18 




;> 








9t. 





BA or 135 MA or MS 
Degree No. 1 ZC 



I 



r 



PliD 



I 



Other No Indicritiuji 

zzzmzizizi 



Human- Fine No Indi- 

Educ S oc Set itic?3 Arts PhysSci Mat h Other cation 



I 



Area of 

Degree No. IHEZL—LJZI 

Read Reading IMlingual Multi No 
Spec Teach er Spoc Sub ject Other Indi catio n 

Job Title No. 1 I 1 I " "I 19 T 1 I 

Inner C ity Urban Suburban Rural No Indication 

Residential Nq. | 1 ' } w | 1 ^T' 11 

Index 



Total numl cr of classes for which achicvomcnt data were roported:_ 



11 
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• Teacher Attitude Toward Right To Read Features 

{figures indicate number of teachers responding) No Indica- 
tion or Not 
Included 



Effectiveness 



Excellent pood Adoquato Poor Very Poor in Program 



Parent Involve - 
nient 


1 


4 


3 






12 


In-service 
Training 


9 


9 


I 






1 


Reading 
Specialist 


4 


7 


4 






5 


Instructional 
Materials 


9 


8 


2 






1 



No; of 
Teachers: 



17 



t Teacher Preference Regarding Continuing 
Teach in Right To Read Program next year; 

Yes 

Yef3, if changes are made 
Questionable 
No 

No Response 
IdentUication of Pro ject Director 

District Reading Reading Classroom No Title 

Supt< Principal Specialist Teacher Teacher Other Indicated 
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E. E ffectiveness of Right To Read Materials 

# Program Planning Procedure 
(PPP) 



Very Not No 

Useful Useful Useful Indication 



(A document with charts guiding the school in such areas as 
parent involvement, identification and prioritizing of student 
needs and objectives, identification of basic reading approaches, 
materials, and program organizations. Also supplied Information 
on redirection of existing resources to support the new program) 

Ways in which PPP was used in program: 

Structuring Identification of Identification Listing Ongoing No 



X 













Very 



Not 



No 



(S and RC) 



Useful Useful Useful Indication 




X 







(A document with charts guiding the school in community involve- 
ment during planning of activities, and liaison with surrounding 
schools and Right to Read, Washington, D. C.) 



Ways in which S and RC was used: 



Program Student/Teacher Task 
Planning Needs Assessment Assignments 


Display 

Program Progress 


Reference 
Source 


X 








X 

— i 



Forecast Information No 
Outcomes Ofs semination Indication 
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F. Technical Aaetatant Utlllafttlon 



Very 


Helpful 


Not 


No 


Holpful 


Helpful 


Indication 








X 



Technical Asslatant Activities; 



1, Program planning 

Program Implementation 

3. Interpret Right to Read 
planning materials 

4. Work on the Unit Task Force 

5. Develop Work Statement/ 
Proposal 

6/ Develop or Identify 
curriculum materials 

7« Needs assessment 

d. Diagnosis /prescription 

9i Identify objectives 

10< Staff development 



11* Identify alternate approaches 

12. Develop team teaching 

13. Observe classes 

14. Advise on parental 
Involvement 

15« Recommend cdnsultants 

16. Budget planning 

17, Evaluation 

18; Liaison with Right to Read/ 
Washington, D,C. 

19, Plan for 1973-74 program 

20« No indication of activity 
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G . Parent Involvemont 



• Extent of 

Involvement 



t Activities: 
h Unit Task Force 
Z, Program pUnning 
3« Program implementation 
Develop materials 
III 'B^ Purchase/ repair materials 
6» Aides, tutors, volunteers 
7, Advisory council 
8* Workshops, conferences 



High Medium Low No Indication 



X 



X 



9i Reading la Fundamental 

lOi PTA, open house i other 
traditional meetings 

11« Supplementary activities 

12/ Community relations 

13, Information dissemination 

14t No indication 



toftohiy At del 



p0rc«ntag« of Teachers Reporting Aldea 

• Worked in cUssroomt 

WM'^;;'^^'^ pald'■■^.■::: 

• W«re» Parent 

Student teacher 

Community organisation member 

High school student 

Other 

• Average number of hours aides worked 
per semester 

• Types of Activities Performedt 
Tutoring students 

Marking tests 
Distributing materials 
Working in small and large groups 
Preparing materials 

Lriaison with parents and other outside personnel 
Bus monitoring 

Supervising recreational activities in or outside 
class 

Classroom maintenance 
Supervising field trips 
Other 



m 



5Z% 



39% 



-2i2 



180 



X 



X 



X 



X 



X 



Teacher rating of aides' effectiveness (figurej' Indicate number 
of teachers reporting data) 

Very Very 
Effective Effective Ineffective Ineffective 



± 



14 
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1. 



Program Ch a ractoristlcs 



Insorvico Trainin g; 

• Individuals responsible for training; 
Consultants 

Technical Assistant Team (TAT) members 
Project director 
Reading specialist 
Classroom teacher 
No indication 



.J 



Individuals trained: 



Reading specialist/teacher 

Classroom teachers 

Other staff 

Paraprofesslonals 

Parents 

No indication 



• Training areas- 
Learning theory 

Student background and self 
concept 

Language development 

Motor and perceptual skills 

Right to Read Program 

Diagnostic/ prescriptive 
approach 



Instructional approach 

Instructional materials 

Teaching techniques 

Classroom organization and 
management 

Evaluation 

No indication 
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Training Methods: 



Group or Individual meetingi, senftlnars, workshops, 
conferences 

School visitations, demons«:ratlon teaching, classroom 
observations 

University courses 

Video taping, audio -visuals, nr^ultl -media 
No indication > 



X 



2. 



Unit Task Force Activities 



Planning Phase 



Rating of helpfulness? 



Very Not No 

Helpful Helpful Helpful Indlcatlo 



3 



UTF Members: 



Consultants 

Administrators 

Reading spaclallst 

Teachers 

Parents 

Others 

No Indication 



Frequency of meetings: 



Very 

Frequent Frequent 



Nc 



1 



Ini?requent Indlcatloi) 



X 



IK 



11 
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Types of Actlvltlest 



J^Jy^det with TATfl 
aii^velop proposal or work 

?tH<i9d» assessment 

5^Pev©lop diagnostic/prescriptive 
Kjkpproach 

^(f^.ntify objectives 

^^iher data ; - 

i'lCdmplete PPP 



I; 



I? 



Inifilementatlon pka oi> 

• Rating of Helpfulness: 



UTF members; 



Develop materials 
Inservice training 
Budget' 

Information dissemination 
Develop tests 
Evaluation 
No indication 



X 



Very Not No 

Helpf ul Helpful Helpful Inri>r>A*<^. 



I... TT-l ^ >.*V«*^WHVU 
— riz] 



Gonsultanta 

Admlnistratots 

Reading epecialist 

Teachets 

Parents 

Others 

No indication 



Frequency of Meetings: 



Very 

Frequent Frequent 



No 

Infrequent Indie 



# Types of Activities^ 

Meet with TATs /consultants 

Develop criteria for student 
selection or placement 

Student diagnosis 

Identify tutors 

Inservico training 

Develop comnrtunlty involvement 
activities 



Status and reporting activities 

Record progress 

Serve on special comn)ittees 

Review program progress 

Information dissemination 

Evaluation 

No Indication 



3. Gomponents of Diagnostic/Prescriptive Approacht 



Individualized prescription 
identification of student skill levels 
Teacher observation 
Contracts 

Individualized Instruction 
Progress checklists 
Testing 

Review case histories 

Staff coiiferences 

Student /teacher conferences 



X 



Supplementary materials 
Games » manipulative s 
Audio- Vlsuali Multimedia 
Commercially made programs 
Student grouping 
Special classes 
Skill sessions 
Field trips 

Reading/language center 
Reading speclallsti tutors 
Language experience approach 
Basal text Instruction 
No indication 



4. 



Progrv^m Locatloni* 



Reading is taught as a separate subject 

Reading U taught indirectly 
through other 6 \bject matter 

Special asaidtance 18 provided outside the 
classrobm for students in special need of 
reading help 

No Indication 



Mean Number of 
Semester Hours 
Reported per Class 



165 



98 



84 



5. StU'.ient /Teacher Organlzatipn! 



Single teacher--multl-subjects 

Reading specialist (responsible for more 
than one class) 

Team teachers 

Students doing cross^age teaching 

Tutor- specialist 

Tutor-aide 

Other 

No indication 



Mean Number of* 
Semester Hours 
Reported per Class 



172 



0 



16 



25 



72 



6. 



Student Organization: 



Individualized reading instruction 
Small groups (5 or fewer students) 
Large groups (6 or more students) 
No indication 



Mean Number of 
Semester Hours 
Reported per Class 



:*lnformatlon on items four through ten was obtained by asking teachers to report 
on each class they taught. Total number of classes for which data were reported? 



S:. 




7. 



Classroom Language (AU Classes Combined)* 



Standard English 
Non-Standard English 
Spanish 
French 

American Indian 
language or dialect 

Japanese 
No Indication 



Language of Instruction Native Language of Students 
(% of Time Language (% of Students SpeiU^ing 
t)sed) . Language ) 



12^ 



8. 



Reading Approach: 



Mean Number of 
Semester Hours 
Reported per Class 



Meaning emphasis 
Code emphasis 
Linguistics 
Modified alphabet 
Responsive environment 
Programmed learning 
Individualized reading 
Language experience 
Eclectic or teacher's own 
Other 

No Indication 



13 



31 



8 



32 



27 
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9. 



Techniques Used for Reading Instruction: 



Mean Number of 
Semester Hours 
Reported per Class 



Machine- based programmed 
Instruction 

Other programmed instruction 
Gaming / s imulat ion 

Instructional TV 
Interactive media 
Intensive involvement 
Discussion groups 
Demonstration- performance 
Lecture 
Contracts 

Use of supplementary materials 
Other 

No Indication 



n 



31 



36 



30 



28 



ERIC 



ClMSrpbm Evalufttion Proeedurost 



Diagnostic reading tests are used with most or 
all students to determine individual reading need* . 

The teacher has formulMed or selected 
specific objectives for each student. 

The teacher has formulated or selected 
specific pbjectlves for the entire class. 

The teacher has developed or identified an 
instrument for measuring attitudes toward reading. 

The teacher has developed or identified an 
instrument for measuring attitudes toward 
reading for the entire class. 

Performance of students is measured in 
terms of objectives set for each individual. 

Performance of students is measured in 
terms of objectives set for the entire class. 

Visible records are kept of class performance. 

Records of each student's performance are kept 
with respect to each objective. 

Students are kept informed of their progress. 
Students are involved in self- evaluation. 
Parents are informed of students* progress. 
No indication 



Number of 
Classrooms 
in Which 
Procedure 
Used 

21 
23 
20 



8 



23 



11 



21 



23 



19 



23 



Total Funding for 1972-73 School years $30, OOP 
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J. 



MAJOR FINDINGS AND RECOKiMENDATIONS REPORTED IN 
PROJECT 5£L^>B VALUATION — — ^ ' 



1 . PypJect Objecttvea and Degree of AccompUshmenfc * 












STUDENT 

otUaOm AitUUCiO 












otuaent u^navior 


* 










oiUQeni ivcaciing Acniovojijonc 


V 








X 


Readinti. Related Skills 


X 








X 


TEACHER 
Teachoi* Competency 


X 








X 


Teacher Attitude 












Teacher Behavior 












PARENT/COMMUNITY 












Parent/Community 
Involvement 


Parent Attitude 


X 








X 


PROGRAM 
Information Diaaeminatlon 












Individualization of 
Instruction 












Innovations 












Inaervice Training 










Additional MateriaUi 
Services or Personnel 













':«Sitos may have indicated program duccesd under '^Program Objectives 
and Degree of Accomplishment" or under "Major Findlngs*^ The 
reader should refer to both sections for a complete understanding of 
how successful the program was according to data in the self -evaluation. 
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2» Maloy FlfidltiBB^ 

I' ' 



Major Area 




STUDENT 
ReadiniiE Achievement 








Reading -RolatodSklUfi 








Social Skllla 








Attitude 








TEACHER 
Competejicy 








Attitude 
















Teacher-Staff kelatlona 








PARENT/COMMUNITY 
Support 








Involvement 








PROORAK^ 
Succeaa of Inaetvlce Tralnlnir 








Procram Flexibility 








Ilalpfalne«8 of Technical AsaistAnca 








Significant Changea tn Reading 
Approach 








Indlviduallaatlon of instruction 








Value of Aaalstance froni 
Aides /Volunteers 









SITE Dip NOT CLEARLY STATE FINDINGS x 



'S'Sltjl may have Indicated program sucgess under "Major Findings" or 
««af? ''l*»98ram Objective a and Degree of Ac The 
?"<>«H t<> complete underitanding 0f 

: successful the program was according to data In the sMt- evaluation. 

ERIC in ^ ■ 



Recommendations contained within the self-evaluatton reporta 
were categbrlised into the areas listed belov/* An ^^X'' Indicates that 
the site made a recommendation with regard to that particular area^ 

More emphasis on readlng^related skills 
X Increased emphasis on improyihg student achievement 
... Increased emphasis on Improving student attitude 
^ More remedial help 

Increased effort to involve parents/community 

Increased school-parent communications 

More staff training 
^^ ^ ^^ More emphasis on diagnostic-prescriptive approach 
Mor0 emphasis on Individualization of instruction 

Expand program within school/school district 
^ More materlals/equlpment/personnel 

Increased emphasis on Improving teacher competency 
Increased emphasis 6n Improving teacher attitude 

Improved evaluation techniques 

Re-definition of needs 

Improved communication with HEW 

Continued funding 

SITE ^ID NOT CLEARLY STATE RECOMME^fDATIONS 
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School; 2701 



INDIVIDUAL SITE ASSESSMENT 



School: 2701 



Qradodr PreK-8 



School Charactorlatlcs 
1. Qeogyaphlc Region 



A D 



C D 

HZ 



E* F 



'i'Statos in this region aret Colorado/ Kansasi lovva, Missouri 
Minnesota, Montana, Nebraska, North Dakota, South Dakota 
Utah, Wisconsin, Wyoming 



2, Urban. Rural Index 
Urban 



Suburban 



Rural 



3 . Student Population (Total School) 

Total Reported Enrollrnent 285 



Total Students in Each Grade Level 



Grade 
K 
1 
2 
3 
4 
5 
6 



No. of Students 
15 
22 
31 



28 



25 



35 



28 



Grade 

8 

9 
10 
11 
12 

PreK 



No. of Students 

^ .42 ; 
^ 46 



13 



Student Ethnicity (Total School) 

American Indian 

Asian 

Black 

Mexican American 
Puerto Rican 
White 
Other 



Percent 
1 



97 
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B. RiRht to Read Student Charaotaylstlce 



li Amount of Time in Progranvt 1972-73 School Year 

2. Number of Right to Read Students in Each Grade Level 
and Ethnic Breakdown 



Grade 


total 
No. of 
Students 


Percent 


American 
Indian 


Black 


Mexican 
American 


Asian 
American 


Puerto 
Rican 


White 


Other 


K 


15 


1 




2 






97 




1 


22 


1 




2 






97 




2 


31 


1 




2 






97 




3 


28 


1 




2 






97 




4 


25 


1 




2 






97 




5 


35 


1 




2 






97 




6 


28 


1 




2 






97 




7 


42 


1 




2 






97 




8 


46 


1 




7. 






07 




9 


















10 
















< I 


11 
















1 

__l 


12 



























































































i» Htjjvdinjj Q(\\m /or 19??."7.V, School Yiiur':' 
(k«c Vol, n, V, A {qv tlotfiiloti ropoj'l) 



7 0,7 0«8 

8 0,1 1,0 



C. 



9 



Clrado Lovcl 
(includot; oj^ly levels 
for which data wore 

I 
2 
3 
A 
5 
6 



Mo o n Gu in ])or Month 

= 1,2 

1.1 



0.9 



St. Dov. 

1 ,7 
0.J5 
0<8 



■jL2u 



2^ 



1.1 



© Overall Moan Gain for School , 

{moans adjusted for differing claao sizes) 

0 Name of Slandardizod 
Test{8) Used 



1.3 



G ray Oral, Gates MacGtnltie , 
CAT, ITBS ■ 



Rifiht to Read Toa c hor Chara ctori8tics_ 
© Total Number Reported 



• 



Ago 

No. Years Teaching Exporlcnco \ ^ \ % 'J 

Ma le 

Sox No. I 

Percent 



Moan I^anco 

CIO r2^ -^ I 



,2-25 



Fomalo 




Ethnicity 

No. 
Percent 

Degroe No. 



Mexican Puerto 



No 



1 










U, 






9 . , 

















B A or BS MA or MS 

T r 



PhD Other No hidicMion 

" — H" 



1 



Human- Fine No Indi. 

Area of Edu c Soc Sci ities Arte PhysSci Math Other cation 



Job Title No. 

Residential No. 
Index 



Read Reading Bilingual Multi No 
Spe c Teacher S pe c Subjoct Other Indication 



111 



J_J i 



Jnnor City Urban Suburban Rural No Indication 

1 1 1 I n 1 ~1 



Totcil number of classes for which achievement data wero reported: 9_ 
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• Teacher AttUudo Toward Right To Read Feature's 

{figures indicate number o£ toacliox's responding) No Indica- 

■ tr«*Af<„*«^«« tlon or Not 

Effecfivene ss Included 





Excellent 


Good 


Adequate 


Poor 


Very Poor 


in Program 


Parent Involve- 
ment 


I 


1 


2 








In-service 
Training 


Z 


7 


L 






2 


keadlng 
Specialist 












12 


Instructional 
Materials 


1 


9 


1 






I 



No: of 
Teachovss 



# Toacher Proforenco Regarding Co iiiming ♦o 
Teach In Right To Read Program lu.xt year; 

Yes 

Yesi if changes are made 
Questionable 
No 

No Response 
Identification of Project Pi rector 

District Reading Reading Classroom No Title 

S\x pi4 Principjal Specialist Teacher Teacher ^ , 9.^^?5 Indicato d 
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te. Effectiveness of Right To Head Mat6rlaU 

• Program Planning Procedure 
(PPP) 



Very Not No 

Useful Useful Useful Indication 



(A documftnf %,vlth charts guiding the school in such areas as 
parent involvenfiont, idai tiflcation and prioritlBlng of student 
needs and objectivesi Identification of basic reading app/oachesi 
materialsiand program organieations« Also supplied information 
on redirection of existing resources to support the new program) 



Ways in which PPP was used in programt 



structuring Identification of Identification Listing Ongoing No 

and Planning Student/Teacher Needs of Objectives Priorities Eval. Indication, 












X 



Very Not No 

Stattis and Reporting Center Useful Useful Useful Indlcatton 

(SandRC) 



(A document with charts guiding the school in community involve' 
ment during planning of activities, and liaison with surrounding 
schools and Right to Read, Washington, D» Cs) 

Ways in which S and RC was used: 

Program Student/Teacher Task Display Reference 

Planning Needs Assessment Assignments Program Progress Source 



Forecast Information No 
Outcomes Dissemination Indication 
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P. Technical Asialatant UtUiaatton 

• Ratlnfit of Helpfulnetai Very Hot No 

Helpful Helpful Helpful Zndic&tton 



Technical Aaaistant Activities^ 



1, Program planning 

2, Pifograni Implementation 

3, Interpret Right to Read 
planning materials 

4* Work on the Unit Task Force 

5. Develop Work Statement/ 
Proposal 

6. Develop or identify 
curriculum materials 

7« Needs assessment 

8* ^Diagnosis /prescription 

9/ Identify objectives 

10, Staff development 



11, Identify alternate approaches 

12, Develop team teaching 

13, Observe classes 

14, Advise on par^sntal 
involvement 

15, Recomtnend consultants 

16, Budget planning 

17, Evaluation 

18, Liaison with Right to Read^ 
Washington! D,C, 

19^ Plan for 1973-74 program 

20, No indication of activity 



X 
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0* Parent Involvement 



• Efxtent of 

involvement 



# Activities: 

I. Unit Task Force 

2i Program planning 

3. Program Implementation 

4. Develop materials 

5. Purchase/repair materials 
6« Aides, tutors, volunteers 
7* Advisory council 

8. Workshops, conferenceo 



X 



High 


Medium 


Low 


No Indication 






X 





9» Reading Is Fundamental 

10, PTA, open house, other 
traditional meetings 

1 1, Supplementary activities 

12, Community relations 

13, Information dissemination 
14» No Indication 
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Teacher Aides 

Percentage of Teachers Reporting Aides 

# Worked in classrooms 
t Were paid 

# Were: Parent 

Student teacher 

Comnounity organi2ation xYiember 

High school student 

Other 

# Average number of hours aides worked 
per semester 

# Types of Activities Performed: 
Tutoring students 

Marking testa 

Distributing materials 

Working In small and large groups 

Preparing materials 

Liaison vvlth parents and other outside personnel 
Bus monitoring 

Supervising recreational activities iA or outside 
class 

Classroom maintenance 
Supervising field trips 
Other 



89% 
0 

22% 



78% 
89% 
56% 



108 



X 



X 



X 



Teacher rating of aides' effectiveness (flgurej Indicate number 
of teachers reporting data) 



Very 






Very 


Effective 


Effective 


Ineffective 


Ineffective 


1 


8 
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I. Program Characteristics 
Inservice Training ! 

# Individuals responsible £or training: 

Consultants 

Technical Assistant Team (TAT) members 
Project director 

Reading specialist ^ 
Classroom teacher 
No indication 

# Individuals trained: 

Reading specialist/teacher 
Classroom teachers 
Other staff 
Paraprofessionals 
Parents 
No indication 



X 



X 



X 



X 



X 



# Traimng areas* 

Learning theory 

Studptnt background and s^lf 
concept 

Language development 

Motor and perceptual skills 

Right to Read Program 

Diagnostic/ prescriptive 
approach 



X 



X 



I ■ ■ I 



Instructional approach 

Teaching techniques 

Classroom organization and 
management 

Evaluation 

No indication 
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Training Methods: 



Group 0 J? Individual meetings, semlnarfl, workshops, 
conferences 

School visitations, demonstration teaching, classroom 
observations 

University courses 

Video taping, audlo-vlsuals, multl -media 
No indication 



X 



Unit Task Force Activities 



Planning Phase 



• Rating of helpfulness: 



Very Not No 

He Ipful Helpful Helpful Indicat ion 



• UTF Members: 



Consultants 

Administrators 

Reading specialist 

Teachers 

Parents 

Others 

No Indication 



Frequency of meetings: 



Very 
Frequent 



No -'-B 

Frequent Infrequent Indicatl on ; 
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• Types of Activities: 



Moot with TATs 

bevolop proposal or work 
statement 

Needs assessment 

Develop diagnostic/prescriptive 
approach 

Identify objectives 
Gather data 
Complete PPP 



2L 
X 



Develop materials 
Inservice training 
Budget 

Information dissemination 
Develop tests 
Evaluation 
No indication 



X 



Implementation Phase 

• Rating of Helpfulness; 



Very 




Not 


No 


Helpful 


Helpful 


Helpful 


Indication 








X 1 



UTF membersJ 



Consultants 

Administrators 

Reading specialist 

Teachers 

Parents 

Others 

No indication 



X 
X 



Frequency of Meetings: 



Very 






No 


Frequent 


Frequent 


Infrequent 


Indication 








X 



O 411 
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« Types of Activitiods 



Meet with TATs/conauhants 

Devolop criteria for student 
selection or placement 

Student diagnosis 

Identify tuto/s 

Inservice training 

Develop community involvement 
activities 



Status and reporting activities 

Record progress 

Serve on special committees 

Review program progress 

Information dissemination 

Evaluation 

No indication 



3. Components of Diagnostic/Prescriptive Approach; 



Individualized prescription 

Ide nt i f i C at i on of s t ude nt s ki i 1 1 e ve 1 s 

Teacher observation 

Cont racts 

Individualized instruction 
Progress checklists j 
Testing ■ 
Review case histories 
Staff conferences 
Student /teacher conferences 



X 



Supplementary materials 
Ganges, manipulatives 
Audio* Visuali Multimedia 
Commercially made programs 
Student grouping 
Special classes 
Skill sessions 
Field trips 

Reading/language center 
Reading specialisti tutors 
Language experience approach 
Basal text instruction 
No indication 



4. 



Program Locations* 



Reading Is taught as a separate subject 

Reading Is taught indirectly 
through other subj^^ct matter 

Special assistance is provided outside the 
classroom for students in special need of 
reading help 

No indication 



Mean Number of 
Semester Hours 
Reported per Class 



130 



262 



30 



5. Student /Teacher Organization; 



Single teacher- -multi-subjects 

Reading specialist (responsible for more 
than one class) 

Team teachers 

Students doing cross -age teaching 

Tutor-specialist 

Tutor-aide 

Other 

No indication 



Mean Number of 
Semester Hours 
Reported per Class 



226 



45 



72 



26 



20 



24 



6. 



Student Oriianizatlon: 



Individualized reading instruction 
Small groups (5 or fewer students) 
Large groups (6 or more students) 
No indication 



Mean Number of 
Semester Hours 
Reported per Class 



51 



57 



136 



Information on items four through ten was obtained by asl<ing teachers to report 
on each class they taught. Total number of classes for which data were reported: 
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m 



t« Classroom Language (All Classes Combined): 



m 



111: 

ii® 



Standard English 
Hon-'Standard English 
Spani6h 
French 

American Indian 
language or dialect 

Japanese 
No Indication 



Language of Instruction Native Iranguage of Students 
(% of Time Language {% of Students Speaking 
Used) , Language ) 



8s 



Reading Approach: 



Mt^aning emphasis 
Code emphasis 
Linguistics 
Modified alphabet 
Responsive environment 
Programmed learning 
Individualized reading 
Language experience 
Eclectic or teacher^ own 
Other 

No Indication 



Mean Number of 
Semester Hours 
Reported per Class 



30 



20 



17 



ii 



Techniques Used for Reading Instructions 



Machine -based programmed 
instruction 

Other programmed instruction 
Qamlng/slmulatlon 

Instructional TV 
Interactive media 
Intensive Involvement 
OiBcuAsion groups 
Demonstration-* performance 
Lecture 
Contracts 

Use of supplementary materials 
Other 

No indication 



Mean Number of 
Semester Hours 
Reported per Class 



18 



62 



21 



30 



45 
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to, Cla8 8room Evaluation Procedures! 



Dlagnoetic reading teete are used with most or 
all students to deternnine individual reading needs. 

The teacher has formulated or selected 
sp6ci£ic objectives for each student, 

The teacher has formulated or selected 
specific objectives for the entire class, 

The teacher has developed or Identified an 
instrument for measuring attitudes toward reading, 

The teacher has developed or identified an 
instrument for measuring attitudes toward 
reading for the entire class* 

Performance of students Is measured in 
terms of objectives set for each individual. 

Performance of students is measured in 
terms of objectives set for the entire class. 

Visible records are kept of class performance. 

Records of each student*s performance are kept 
with respect to each objective* 

Students are kept Informed of their progress. 
Students are involved in self ^evaluation. 
Parents are informed of students* progress. 
No indication 



Number of 
Classrooms 
in Which 
Procedure 
Used 

8 



11. Total Funding for 1972-73 school yearj $30.000 
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J« MAJOR FINDINQS AND RECOMMENDATIONS REPORTED IN 
PROJECT 5EL?.E VAmATI& yi — 



I, Project Objectives and Degree of AccompUshment '•' 




STUDENT 
Student Attitude 












Student Behavior 


X 




X 






Student Readinfi Achievement 












Keadinfl-Related Skills 






.X 






TEACHER 
Teacher Competency 












Teacher Attitude 












Teacher Behavior 












PARENT/COMMUNITY 

Parent / Community 
Involvement 












Parent Attitude 












PROGRAM 
Information Disaemlnatlon 












Individualization of 
Instruction 












Innovations 












Insorvlce Training 












Additional Materials, 
Services or Personnel 


X 


. X. 









'^Sites may have indicated program auccesa under "Program Objectives 
and Degree of Accomplishment'* or under *'Major Findings^^ The 
reader should refer to both sections for a complete understanding of 
how successful the program was according to data in the self '•evaluation. 
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2 1 M ftjo? t^'lndinttB* 



Major Area 



STUDENT 






X 


Raadina « Routed SklUe 


X 






Social SklUs 








Attitude 








TEACHER 
Competency 


X 














I^AAI^VlAt* MCS4'tlrlAn'^ V^AlAfl^feMB 








Teacher 'Staff ReUtJona 








PARENT/COMMUNITY 








Support 


Involvement 








PROGRAM 
Succeas of Inservice Trainina 








Pr Oft ram Flexlbitltv 








Helpfulnesa of Technical Aaslatance 








Significant Changes In Reading 
Approach 








Individual! srtion of Inatx'uction 








Value of Aiflistance from 
Aldea/Volunteers 









SITE DID NOT CLEARLY STATE PINDmOS 



^Sites may have Indicated program succeas under "Major Findings*' or 
under "Program Objeotivea and Degree of Accornpliihment'*. The 
reader should refer to both sections for a complete understanding of 
ho9f successful the program was according to data Iti the t^tf- evaluation. 



^« Program Recommendationi 

Recommendations contained within the self-evaluation reports 
were categorized into the areas listed below. An "X" indicates that 
the site made a recommendation with regard to that particular area^ 

More emphasis on reading-related skills 

Increased emphasis on improving student achievement 

Increased emphasis on improving student attitude 
More remedial help 
- Increased effort to Involve parents/community 

Increased school-parent communications 

. More staff training 

. More emphasis on diagnostic-prescriptive approach 

More emphasis on individualization of instruction 

. Expand program within school/ school district 

More materials/equipment/personnel 

^ Increased emphaiais on improving teacher competency 

^ . ^ Increased emphasis on Improving teacher attitude 
^ Improved evaluation techniques 

Re-deflnitlon of needs 

^ ^ Improved communication with HEW 
^ Continued funding 

SITE DID NOT CLEARLY STATE RECOMMENDATIONS X 
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KB 



iiu-.. ....... 

Schooli 2801 
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.INDIVIDUAL SITE ASSESSMENT 



School} 2801 



Oradosi K-6 



School Chay&ctertstio8 
!• Oeographlc Region 



B C 



D E* F 



«SutoiB in this region arot Colorado, Kansasi lowai Missouri 
Minnesota, Montana, Nebraska, North Dakota, South Dakota 
Utah, Wisconsin, Wyoming ' 



2, Urban- Rural Index 
Urban 



Suburban 



Rural 



X 



3, Student Population (Total School) 



Total Reported EnroUwent 446 



Total Studenti^f in Each Grade Level 



Grade No. of Students 



Grade No. of Students 



K 
1 
2 
3 
4 
S 
6 



61 



63 



58 



67 



71 



7 
8 
9 

10 
11 
12 



62 



Student Ethnicity (Total School) 

American Indian 

Asian 

Black 

Mexican American 
Puerto Rican 
White 
Other 



Percent 



56 



37 
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M Rtttht t6 Rftftd Student Charftoteyiatlcg 



U Amount of Time In Program} 1972-73 School Year 

2. Number of Right to Read Students In Each Orade Level 
and Ethnic Breakdown 



Qrade 


Total 
No. of 
Students 


Percent 1 


American 
Indian 


1 

Black 


Mexican 
American 


Asian 
American 


Puerto 
Rican 


White 


Other 


K 


61 


7 




67 






26 




I 


63 


7 




67 






26 


' 1 


2 


56 


10 




53 






37 


1 


3 


67 


9 




58 






33 




4 


64 


7 




47 






46 




5 


71 


8 




54 






^38 




6 


62 


I 




63 






36 


7 


















8 


















9 


















10 


















11 


















12 


























1 ■ — 

1 
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0 



3» 



(«ou Vol, Ji, A', A for lU-luiloO ruijoi-l) 



Grjtdu Lovol, 
(inc.JiuIus only lovol ti 
iov wliicJi riata wore 
y c povt(u1)_ 



1.8 

1.2 



0. 9 

1. ;> 



I 

2 
3 
4 
5 
6 

Ovovall Moan Gaiii for ScJiool 
(moitns adjustod for differing claKa sisios) 

Naino of SUndHrdiaccl . .-c, a 
Tost(s) UsGd -^HiJ^ 



0.9 



0,8 



Rtght to Rend T oac.hoy Ch aractcrtsVicB 
« Total Nunibor Roported 



GO 

Mean 

6 No. Years Tcaclilng Exporicmco ( jis 

0 Sox No. 

Percent 



JUL 



Jl9 



Ethnicity 

No, 
Percent 

Degree No. 



Mexican Puerto 



St. D ov. 
1.4 



0.9 



1.1 



• I 



1.1 



1.5 



1.3 



No 









4 




I'f 
















81 







BA or BS MA or MS 



PhD 



Other No Indicatluii 



1 



Area of 

Degree 



Human- Fine No h\di 

ISduc Soc Scl itics Arto Phy oSci Math Other cation 



No. omi 



I 



I 



nzE 



Job Title No. | 1 I 1 



Read Reading bilingual Multi No 
Spec Teacher S pec Subject O t her Indication 



J If I 1 — I 



Indox 



Inner City Urban Stiburbau Rural No Indication 



'*'Total nnnibor of claaBcs for wliich acliiovcnnont data wcro roportcds^_J[7 



Teacher Attitude Towatd Right To Road Foaturo's 

Uiguros indlcato numbdr of tcachoj-fl rosponding) No Indica. 

Ex cellent q po d ^ Adequate Poor Very Poor JnVj^ogram 



Paront Involve- 
ment 

In*aervice 
Training 

Reading 
Specialist 

Instructional 
Materials 



3 
1 



• Itt^'u^ ^^^f**'^"^® Regarding Coiitinuing 
Teach in Right To Read Program next year: 

Yes 

Yes, if changes are made 

Questionable ' 

No 

No Response 
Identification of Project Director 



No; of 
Teachers} 



Ml 



Sin!'**"* o « . , Reading Reading Classroom 
liiEii PHncipal Specialist Teacher Teacher 



No Title 
Other Indicated 



X 
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Effectiveness of Rlp ht To Read Materials 

• Program Planning Procedure 
(PPP) 



Very Not No 

Useful Useful Useful Indication 



X 



{A docutpent with charts guiding the school in such areas as 
parent involvement, identification and prlorititlng of student 
needs and objectives, identification of basic reading approaches, 
material8,and program organizations. Also supplied information 
on redirection of existing resources to support the new program) 

Ways in which PPP was used in program: 

Structuring Identification of Identification Listing Ongoing No 

and Planning Student/Teacher Needs of Objectives PHorities Eval. Indication 



. . ^ ^^'y Not No 

Status and Reporting Center Useful Useful Useful Indic ation 

(S a Ad RC) ' ' ~~ 



(A document with charts guiding the school In community Involve 
ment during p anning of activities, and liaison with surrouXa 
schools and Right to Read, Washington, D. C.) ''"'^ruunaing 

Ways in which S and RC was used: 

Program Student/Teacher Task Dlsulav o r 

Planning Needs Assessment Assign ments Program Progress SourcT'' 



Forecast Information No 
Outcomes Dissemination Indication 
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5*. Technical Aestatant Utilization 



Very 
Helpful 


Helpful 


Not 

Helpful 


No 

Indication 




X 







Technical Assistant Activities; 



!• Program planning 

2; Program implementation 

3« Interpret Right to Read 
planning materials 

4. Work on the Unit Task Force 

5t Develop Work Statement/ 
Proposal 

6. Develop or identify 
curriculum materials 

7« Needs assessment 

8i Diagnosis/prescription 

9* Identify objectives 

10, Staff development 



Ih Identify alternate approaches 

i2« Develop team teaching 

13* Observe classes 

14» Advice on parental 
Involvement 

15. Recommend consultants 

16. Budget planning 

17. Evaluation 

18« Liaison with Right to Read, 
Washington, D.C* 

19* Plan for 1973-74 program 

20. No indication of activity 
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0* Parent Involvement 



t Extent of 

Involvement 



# Activities: 

L Unit Task Force 

2. Program planning 

3. Program implementation 

4. Develop materials 

5« Purchase/ repair materials 

6. AideSi tutors, volunteers 

7. Advisory council 

8< Workshops, conferences 



X 



High 


Medium 


Low 


No Indication 




X 







9. Reading is Fundamental 

10, PTA, open housei other 
traditional meetings 

11. Supplementary activities / 
12« Community relations 

13, Information dissemination 

14. No indication 
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lP«re«ntago of Teftohers Reporting Aide a 

• Worked in oUiiroomi 

• Were paid 

• Wevet Parent 

Student teacher 

Community organization member 

High iohool student 

Other 

• Average number of hours aides worked 
per semester 

• Typ^B of Activities Performed) 
Tutoring students 

Marking tests 

Distributing materials 

Working in small and large groups 

Preparing materials 

Liaison with parents and other outside personnel 
Bus monitoring 

Supervising recreational activities in or outside 
class 

Classroom maintenance 
Supervising field trips 
Other 



100« 



100% 



43 



lO'^o 



10% 



346 



X 



Teacher rat{nir<>f~Sides* effectiveness (figures indicate number 
of teachers reporting data) 



Very 






Very 


Effective 


Effective 


Ineffective 


Ineffective 


7 


.. . a 
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J» Inieyvlca Trainina i 

♦ Individual* roaponslble for tralnlngj 

Conaultanti 

Toqhnlcftl Attl8U»>i Ta*m {TAT) mamberi 
Project dii-ecjor 

Reading speciaUit 
Classroom teacher 
No Indication 

• Individuals tralnedi 

Reading specialist/teacher 

Classroom teachers 

Other staff 

Paraprofessionals 

Parents 

No indication 



t Training areas- 
Learning theory 

Student background and self 
cone opt 

language development 

Motor and perceptual skills 

Right to Read Program 

Diagnostic / prescriptive 
approach 



Instructional approach 

Instructional materials 

Teaching techniques 

Classroom organisation and 
management 

Evaluation 

No Indication 
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• Training Methodtt 



Group or individual maetingi, leminan, workahopi, 
conforancoi 

Sehool vltUatloni, domonatratlon Uachlng, claiiroom 
ohs«rvationa 

Unlverilty couraei 

Video taping, audlo-vUuaU, multl-madla 
No indication 



Unit Taak Force Activltiea 



Planning Phae^ 



Rating of helpfulneasi 



Very Not No 

Helpfal Helpful Helpful Indication 



X 



UTF Members: 



Contultantt 

Admlnlttratori 

Reading apeclallet 

Teachera^ 

Parents 

Other • 

No Indication 

• Frequency of meetlnget 



Very 


Freauent 


Infreouent 


No 

Indication 








X 
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• Types of Actlvltleas 



Moot with TATs 

Develop proposal or work 
•tatement 

Needs assessment 

Oevi^lop diagnostic /prescriptive 
approach 

Identify objective? 
Qather data 
Compieto PPP 



Develop materials 
inservlce training 
Budget 

Information dissemination 
Develop tests 
Evaluation 
No Indication 



Implementation Phase 

• Rating of Helpfulness: 



Very 




Not 


No 


Helpful 


Helpful 


Helpful 


Indication 








X 



UTF members: 



Consultants 

Administrators 

Reading specialist 

Teachers 

Parents 

Others 

No indication 



Frequency of Meetings: 



Very 

Frequent Frequent 



No 

Infrequent Indication 
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• Typea of Actlvltless 



Mo0t with TATs /consultants 

Develop criteria lor student 
Selection or placement 

Student diagnosis 

Identify tutors 

Inservlco training 

Dovolop comtYiuntty involvement 
acttvUies 



Status and reporting activities 

Record progress 

Serve on special committees 

Review program progress 

Information dissemination 

Evaluation 

No indication 



3. Components of Diagnostic/Prescriptive Approach: 



Individualized prescription 
Identification of student skill levels 
Teacher observation 
Cont racts 

Individualized instruction 
Progress checklists 
Testing 

Review case histories 

Staff conferences 

Student /teachctr conferences 



X 



Supplementary materials 
Games, manipulatives 
Audio* Vlsualt Multimedia 
Commercially made programs 
Student grouping 
Special classes 
Skill sessions 
Field trips 

Reading /language center 
Reading specialist^ tutors 
Language experience approach 
Basal text instruction 
No indication 
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Hi 



4, 



Program Loc&tioni* 



Reading is taught at a separate subject 

Heading is taught indirectly 
through other subject matter 

Special assistance is provided outside the 
classroom for students in special need of 
reading help 

No Indication 



Mean Number of 
Semester Hours 
Reported pet Class 



152 



86 



65 



5, Stu'lent/Teacher Organization: 



Single teacher--multl-subject8 

Reading specialist (responsible for more 
than one class) 

Team teachers 

Students doing cross -age teaching 

Tutor-specialist 

Tutor -aide 

Other 

No Indication 



Mean Number of 
Semester Hours 
Reported per Class 



256 



33 



59 



44 



90 



63 



6. 



Student Organization: 



Individualised reading instruction 
Small groups (5 or fewer students) 
Large groups (6 or more students) 
No indication 



Mean Number of 
Semester Hours 
Reported per Class 



11 



2± 



♦information on items four through ten was obtained by asking teachers to report 
on each class thoy taught. Total number of classes for which data were reportedi 21 
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7t Claisroom Language (All Claises Combined)) 



Standard Cnglish 
Non-Standard Engli'ah 
Spanish 
French 

American Indian 
language or dialect 

Japanese 
No indication 



Language of Instvuction Native Language of Students 
(% of Time Language {% of Students Speaking 
Used) , ^ Language 



60 



13 



12 



8. 



Reading Approach; 



Meaning emphasis 
Code emphasis 
Linguistics 
Modified alphabet 
Uesponsive envivonment 
Programmed learning 
Individualized reading 
Language experience 
Eclectic or teacher's own 
Other 

No indication 



Mean Number of 
Semester Hours 
Reported per Class 



39 



24 



is. 



ML 



Techniques Used for Reading Inttructlons 



Machine "based progtammed 
instruction 

Othor programmed instruction 
Oaming/slmulation 

Instructional TV 
Interactive media 
Intensive Involvement 
Discussion groups 

Demonstration- performance 

Lecture 

Contracts 

U0«» of supplementary materials 
Other 

No indication 



Mean Number of 
Semester Hours 
Reported per Class 




il 
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CUi iroom Gvalu&tion Py ooedures t 



Di&gnoiUo reading tasis ar« us ad with most or 
all atttdonta to detarmina individual raadlng naad«. 

Tha toachar has jformulatad or aalactod 
apacifie objactivas lor aach »tudant. 

The teachar has lormuiatad or saiectad 
apacifie objectivai for the atitira cUsft. 

The teacher has develbiied or identified an 
instrument for measuring attitudea toward reading. 

The teacher has developed or identified an 
instrument for measuring attitudea toward 
reading for the entire claae, 

Performance of students U measured in 
terms of objectives set for each individual. 

Performance of students is measured in 
terms of objectives set for the entire clasr, 

Visible records are kept of class performance. 

Records of each student's performance are kept 
with respect to each objective. 

Students are kept informed of their progress. 
Students are involved in self" evaluation. 
Parents are informed of students* progress. 



Number of 
Classrooms 
In Which 
Procedure 
.Used 

U 
19 



11 



12 



16 



12 



21 



15 



21 



No indication 



Total Funding for 1972«73 school yeart $30. OOn 
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J. MAJOR FINDINQS AND RECOMMENDATIONS REPORTED IN 
PROJECT SELP-EVALITaTON 

1* Pyoject Objectives and Degree of Accomplishment ^' 




STUDENT 
Student Attitude 


X 




X 






Student Behavior 












Student Reading Achievement 













Keitam^** Related Skius 





,. ^ 








TJEACHER 
Teacher Conripetency 












Teacher Attitude 












Teacher Behavior 












PARENT / COMMUNITY 

Parent/Conrtn>.unity 
Involvement 












Parent Attitude 


X 


X 








PROGRAM 
Information Dioaemination 












Individualissation of 
Instruction 


X 


X 








Innovations 












Inservice Training 












Additional MateriaU» 
Services or Personnel 













<<Sltei may have Indicated program success under ^'Program Objectives 
and Degree of Accomplishment*' or under *'Major Findings*', The 
reader should refer to both sections for a complete understanding of 
how successful the program was according to data in the self^evaluation. 
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2. Major Flndlncs* 



Major Area 




STUDENT 
Reading Achievement 


4 

X 






Readinff*Related Skills 








Social Skills 


X 






Attitude 








TEACHER 
Competency 








Attitude 








Teacher •^Student Relations 








Teacher -Staff Relations 








PARENT/COMMUNITY 
Support 


X 






Involvement 








PROGRAM 
Success of Inservlce Training 








, Program Flexibility 








Helpfulness of Technical Assistance 








Significant Changes in Readii^g 
Approach 








Individualisation of Instruction 


X 






Value of Assistance from 
Aides/Volunteers 









SITE DID NOT CLEARLY STATE FINDINGS 



•t'Sltes may have indicated program success under "Major Findings" or 
under "Program Objectives and Degree of Accomplishment", The 
reader should refer to both sections for a complete understanding of 
how successful the program was according to data iii the sdlf-evaluation 

ERJC "^^^ 



5*. Program Recommendatloni 

Recommendations contained within the 6el£*6valuatlon reports 
were categorized into the areae listed below# An ^'X'* Indicates that 
the site made a recommendation with regard to that particular area* 

_^ More emphasis on readlng^related skills 
X Increased emphasis on improving student achievement 
X Increased emphasis on Improving student attitude 
^^^^ More remedial help 

Increased effort to involve parents/community 
^^^^ Increased school-parent communications 
_ ^ More staff training 

^^^^ More emphasis on diagnostic<>prescriptive approach 

More emphasis on individualization of instruction 

Expand program within school/ school district 

More materials/equipmenl/ptirsonnel 
^^^^ Increased emphasis on improving teach r competency 

Increased emphasis on improving teacher attitude 

Improved evaluation techniques 

Re "definition of needs 
^ Improved communication with HEW 

Continued funding 

SITE DID NOT CLEARLY STATE RECOMMENDATIONS 
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Schooh 2901 



i,„ 



INDIVIDUAL SITE ASSESSMENT 



Schools 2901 

Orados ; K-5 

School Characioristtc 8 

A B C D E F* 
X* Qoogrgphic Rogton j | \ \ I flT^ 

■estates In this region are: Alaska, Idaho, Guam, Nevada, 
Oregon, Washington 

2, Urban- Rural Indox 

Urban Suburban Rural 
I I X I I 

3. Student Population (Total School) 

• Total Reported Enrollment 944 

• Total Students in Each Grade Level 

Grade No. of Students Grade No. of Stud ents 
K 133 7 

1 _JJ>4 8 

2 155 9 

2 152 10 

4 173 11 

5 154 12 

6 ' Spec. Ed. 

• Student Ethnicity (Total School) 

American Indian 
Asian 
Black 

Mexican American 
Puerto Rican 
White 
Other 



23 



Percent 
1 



83 
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I 1< Amount oi Time In Progri^m) 1972-73 School Year 

Zi Numbev of Right to Read Studenta in Each Grade Level 
and Ethnic Breakdown 



Qrad^ 


Total 

IlO« 01 

Student! 


i "■ '■ Percent ^ ' ' 


Indian 


Black 


MexiQiin 

American 


A^ian 
American 


Jruerto 
Rioan 


White 


Other 


K 


133 




13 


11 


2 




78 




1 


154 


I 


23 


7 


I 




67 


I 


2 


155 




17 


7 


I 




74 


1 


3 


152 




17 


5 


I 




77 


1 


4 


173 


1 


21 


5 . 


1 




72 




S 


154 




17 


10 


2 




71 




6 
















7 


















8 




: 
































10 


































IZ 




















d. 2^ 




u 


9 
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3. Uondlnii Hains for 197?.-?^ ScIhiu) Y<iivi*»!« 
(tico VoJ, Jl, V, A ior lUluilgd vopoH) 



Orndo Lovol 
(IucIikIub oiUy Jo vol a 
iov which (lata woi'o 

1 
2 
3 
4 
5 
6 



Moaii Qjitii jn'r Mon lli St. Huv. 



0.9 



C.7 



I) 



Overall Moan Gain for School 

(moitnfi adjustod for difforinfl clasa elaos) 

Namn of Stundardtvsod .mat 
Tost(s) Used ----Jl?iLL. 



C. Rlnht to Roftd Ttmchov Char/tctorlsticB 

• Total Nunibor Uoporlod | ,5 



Moan 



0 • NOi YcHrn Teaching Expo vionco j s' | 



Sox 



No, 
Porcont 



Malci 



H J 



-fTT^i.-ar-r m 



11. 



Ethnicity 



* -1 



I. : 



Degree 

Arc; )( 
Degrcu 



Job Title 



No. 

Percent 

No. 



Mexican Puerto No 
Amrind AB inn Dlftc k Amev Uicnn White Other hidicallort 



TT 



Tt 



BA or BS MA or MS 
^2 \ 



^hP ^ Othor No h\dlo Miuij_ 



Human- Fine No Jndi- 

Educ Soc Sci itios Arts PhysSci Math Othor cation 



No. I' l'V i 



1 



I 



1^ 



r"n — n 



Read Reading Bilingual Multi No 
Spec Teacher Spec Subject Other Indication 
No. I ' I 4—1 I 7 I 2 1 1 



Inner C i ty Urban Suburb an Rural No Indication 

Residential No. | I 1 4 [ T" 1 

Index ^ ' ' ~ ' ' ' 



*'*Total number of claoKos for which achiovcniont data were reportedt 22 
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Toacher AtHtuda ToWRrd Right l*o Read Feature's 

({i0iiro9 indicate nutnboi? of toachojfs responding) No Indica- 

irrf*/.*io*««»o tlort or Not 

mi^SimimS, Includod 





Excellent 


Qood 


Adequate 


Poor 


Very Poor 


in Proflram 


Paront Involve - 
menl 


1 


2 


2 




'„.-. 


10 


In-eorvlee 
Training 


6 


4 


1. 






4 


Hoadlng 
Specialist 


3 


4 


I 






7 


Instructional 
Materials 


5 


6 


1 






3 



Teacher Preference Regarding Continuing 
Teach In Right To Read Program next yean 

Yes 

Yesi If changes are made 

QuestionaMo 

No 

No Responso 



No: of 
Teachersi 



DlBtricl 


t 

Principal 


Reading 
Specialist 


Reading 
Teacher 


Classroom 
Teacher 


Othor 


No Tltlo 
Indie at od 














X 



FRir 
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Ei E((ectlv«0«tt of Right To Read MatftHaU 

• Program Planning Procedure 
(PPP) 



Very Not No 

Useful Uaeful Uaeful Indication 



(A document with charts guiding the ichool In lueh areas as 
parent involvement, identification and prlorltiatng of student 
needs and objectlvei, Identification of basic reading approaches; 
materials.and program organ! gations. Also supplied Information 
Oh redirection of existing resources to support the nev** program) 

Ways In which PPP was used in program! 



Structuring Identification of Identification Listing Ongoing No 

and Planning Student/Teacher Needs of Objectives Priorities Eval. tnciicfttlnn 


X 






X 




** 



Very 



Not No 



(S a;id RC) 



(A document with charts guiding the school In community Involve 
ment during planning of activities, and liaison with surroundlna 
schools and Right to Read, Washington, D, C.) " 

Ways In which S and RC was used: 

Suf Student/Teacher Task Display Reference 

Planning Needs Assessment Assignments Program Progress Source 



Forecast Information No 
Outcomes Dl's semination Indication 
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yffchM<?M AMlttftnt Utt||pi^H^| 

• RMlng of H^ipfulnMij V#ry Not No 

"<>^P^»^ Helpful Helpful Indication 



] 



Tochnical A«il0 tant Actlvltieu 



> 1, Program planning 

2* Program Implementation 

3, Interpret l^lght to Read 
planning materials 

4i Work on the Unit Taek Force 

5*velop Work Statement/ 
Propoeat 

6. Oevelop or ids itify 
curriculum materfaia 

7. Needs asBeaement 

8. Dtagnoals/preacriptlon 

9. identify objectives 
10« Staff development 



1 1, identify alternate approaches 
12* Develop team teaching 

13, Observe classes 

14, Advise on parental 
Involvement 

15, Recommend consultants 

16, Budget planning 

17, Evaluation 

Washington, D.C, 

19, Plan for 1973-74 pi-ogram 

20, No Indication of activity 
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Q» Parent Involvement 



# Extent of 
Involvement 



• Activities! 
h Unit Task Force 
Z, Program planning 
■h Program implementation 
4t Develop materials 

Purchase/ repair materials 
6» Aides, tutors, volunteers 
?♦ Advisory council 
8« Workshops, conferences 



High Medium Low No Indication 



X 



9, Reading Is rundamental 

10. PTAi open hou8e» other 
traditional meetlnga 

11. Supplementary activities 
12« Community relations 

13. Information dissemination 

14, No Indication 
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Percentago of Teacheri Reporting Aidei 

• Worked in cUtiroomi 

• Were paid 

• Werei Parent 

Student teacher 

Community organisation member 

High lehool atudent 

Other 

• Average number of hour a aidea worked 
per semester 

• Typos of Activities Performedi 
Tutoring students 

Marking tests 
Distributing materials 
Working in small and large groups 
Preparing materials 

Liaison with parents and other outside personnel 
Bus monitoring 

Supervising reoreation&l activities in or outside 
class 

Classroom maintenance 
Supervising field trips 
Other 



IV 

mmmm 



±1 



13% 



190 



X 



X 



X 



Teacher rating of aides' effectiveness (figure j' indicate number 
of teachers reporting data) 

Very Very 
Effective Effective Ineffective Ineffective. 
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l« Proarftm Charftcteriatlcs 



1' ln$eyvlce Traihing ! 

• IndlvlduaU responsible (or trainings 

Coniultants 

Technical AssUtam Toam {TAT) mombars 
Project director 
Reading specialist 
CUssroom teacher 
No Indication 

# Individuals tralnedi 

Reading specialist/teacher 

Classroom teachers 

Other staff 

Paraprofesslonais 

Parents 

No indication 



• Training areas* 

Learning theory 

Student background and self 
concept 

Language development 

Motor and perceptual skills 

Right to Read Program 

Diagnostic/ prescriptive 
approach 



instructional approach 

Instructional materials 

Teaching techniques 

Classroom organisation and 
management 

Evaluation 

No Indication 
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# Tr&lntng Method si 

Group or Indlviauai meetings, lemlnars, workihopi, 
conference! 

$chool vliitatloni, demonitratlon teaching, claisroom 
obtervatlohi 

Onlveralty couraei 

Videotaping, audio -vituaU, multl -media 
No Indication 

Unit Task Force Activities 

Planning Phase 

• Rating o£ helpfulness; Very Not No 



Helpful Helpful Helnful 


Indication 








X 



• UTF Members; 

Consultants 

Administrators 

Reading specialist 

Teachers 

Parents 

Others 

No Indioatton 

• Frequency of meetings; 



Very 
Freauent 


Freouent 


Infrequent 


No 

Indication 








X 



X 
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# Typei of Activitleg! 



Moot with TAT 8 

Develop proposal or work 
statomom 

Noeds a«8esiment 

Develop diagnostic/prescriptive 
Approach 

Idontlfy objectives 
Gather data 
Complete PPP 



Develop materials 
Inservlce training 
Budgot 

Information dissemination 
Develop tests 
Evaluation 
No Indication 



Implementation Phase 



Rating of Helpfulness: 



Very Not No 

Helpful Helpful Helpful Indlc atlnh 



UTF members: 



Consultants 

Administrators 

Reading specialist 

Teachers 

Parents 

Others 

No indication 



2L 



Frequency of Meetings: 



Very 
Frequera 



Frequent Infrequent 



No 

Indication 
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• Typ0i of Activities I 



Meot with TAT»/con»uUant$ 

Develop crlterU for student 
soUctton or placement 

Student diagnosis 

Identify tutors 

Inservlce training 

Develop community Involvement 
activities 



Status and reporting activities 

Record progress 

Serve on special committees 

Review program progress 

Information dissemination 

Evaluation 

No Indication 



3. Components of Diagnostic/Prescriptive Approach: 



Individualized prescription 
Identification of student skill levels 
Teacher observation 
Contracts 

Individualized Instruction 
Progress checklists 
Testing 

Review case histories 
Staff conferences 
Student/teacher conferences 



X 



Supplementary materials 
Qames, manipulative s 
Audio- Visual, Multimedia 
Commercially made programs 
Student grouping 
Special classes 
Skill Sessions 
Field trips 

Reading/language center 
Reading specialist, tutors 
Language experience approach 
Basal text instruction 
No indication 
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4. 



Program Locationj* 



Reading is taught as a separate subject 

Ho&dlng is taught indirectly 
through ether subject matter 

Special assistance is provided outside the 
clasaroom for students in special need of 
reading help 

No indication 



Mean Number of 
Semester Hours 
Reported per Class 



123 



73 



20 



5. 



Stu»1ent/Teacher Organiaatlont 



Single teache r - -mult i - s ^ ^ ^ ct s 

Reading specialist (responsible for more 
than one class) 

Team teachers 

Students doing cross •age teaching 

Tutor«-specialist 

Tutor-aide 

Other 

No indication 



Mean Number of 
Semester Hours 
Reported per Class 



89 



8 



0 



6, 



Student Organization: 



Individualized reading instruction 
Sniall groups (5 or fewer students) 
Large groups {6 or more students) 
No indication 



Mean Number of 
Som ter Hours 
Repoitod per Class 



Al 
34 



^6 



^Information on items four through ten was obtained by asking teachers to report 
on each class they taught. Total number of classes for which data were reported: 



Clftssrootn Language (AU Claises Combined): 



Standard English 
Non-3tandard English 
Spanish 
French 

American Indian 
language or dialect 

Japanese 
No indication 



a.) 



Language of Instruction Native ttanguaae o( Students 
j% o£ Time Language (% o£ Students Speaking 
Used) ■ - Langw»g«L-^ 



99% 



1 



79% 



13 



8. 



Reading Approach: 



Meaning emphasis 
Code emphasis 
Linguistics 
Modified alphabet 
Responsive environment 
Programmed learning 
Individualised reading 
Language experience 
Eclectic or teacher's own 
Other 

No Indication 



Me en Number of 
Semester Hours 
Reported per Class 

38" 



59 



36 



17 



24 
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Techniques Used for Re&ding Initructtoni 



Machine - baeed programmed 
Instruction 

Other r^ogrammed instruction 
Qamlng/slmulatlon 

Instructional TV 
Interactive media 
Intensive involvement 
Discussion groups 

Demonstration- performance 

Lecture 

Contracts 

Use of supplementary materials 
Other 

No Indication 



Mean Number of 
Semester Hours 
Reported per Class 



2 



ISL 
1 



35 
54 
20 
7 

IT 
4 
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CUtsroom Evaluation Procoduroti 



Diagnostic reading teata are used with moat or 
all students to determine individual reading needa. 

The teacher has formulated or Selected 
specific objective* for each student. 

The teacher has formulated or selected 
upeclflc objectives for the entire claas. 

The teacher has developed or identified an 
Instrument for measuring attitudes toward rea Ung. 

The teacher has developed or identified an 
Instrument for measuring attitudes toward 
reading for the entire class. 

Performance of students is measured in 
terms of objectives set for each individual. 

Performance ol students is msMured In 
terms of objective^ set for the entire class. 

Visible records are kept of class performance. 

Records of each student's performance are kept 
with respect to each objective. 

Students are kept informed of their progress. 
Students are involved In self- evaluation, 
Parents are informed of students' progress. 
No indication 



Number of 
Classrooms 
in Which 
Procedure 
.Used 

il 
19 

20 
14 



10 



17 



10 



12 



18 



18 



15 



20 



total Funding for 1972-73 school years $30,000 
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1 • Project ObJectivoB and Decree of Accompliflhment '■' 



Project Objectives 




STUDENT 
Student Attitude 


X 




X 






Student BAViA.v4m« 






V 
J\ 








A 




Y 
A 






ReStdlnffM Afllatdd Skills 


y 




A 






TEACHER 
Teachof Competoncy 












Toachor Attitude 












Toacher Behavior 












PARENT/COMMUNITY 


X 




-Jf.. 






Pa r ©nt/ C ommunlty 
Involvement 


Parent Attitude 












PROGRAM 
Information Dissetninatlon 












Individualization of 
Inetruction 












innovations 












Insorvlce Training 












Additional Materialdi 
Services or Personnel 








1 ' ' 





''^Sites may have indicated program success under ''Program Objectives 
and Degree of Accomplishment*' or under "Major Findings*', The 
reader should refer to both sections for a complete understanding of 
how successful the program was according to data in the eelf-ovaluation. 
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STyOENT 
Reading Achtovemetit 




X 




R«iidlna -Related SkllU 


X 






Social SkilU 








Attitude 


X 






TEACHER 
Competency 


X 






Attitude 








Teacher "Student Relations 








Teacher>Staff Relations 








PARENT/ COMMUNITY 


X 






Support 


Involvement 








PROGRAM 
Success of Inservlce Tralnina 








Pjroaram FlexiblUtv 








Helpfulnese of Technical Assistance 








Significant Chang e n in Reading 

" At>til^<>aCh ■ ■ 








In^lvidualizi^tloh of Instruction 








iVal\»e of An si stance from 
jAtdes/Volunteers 






f 



SITE DID NOT CLEARLY STATE FINDINGS 



♦Sites may have indicated program success under "Major Findings" or 
un4^r "Program Pbjt>ctives and Degree of Accomplishment". The 
V rf|c|«r should refar to both sections /or a complete undarstandlng of 

^"hi^f' St|cc«s8furthe program was according to data ifi the sMf-evaluatlon. 
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3f Profifram Recommendfttlon< 



Recommendations contained within the aelf«evaluation reports 
were categorized into the areas Usied below. An '^X^' Indicates that 
the site made a recommendation with regard to that particular area* 

, More emphasis on reading«*related skills 

Increased emphasis on improving student achievement 
Increased emphasis on Improving student attitude 
^^^^ More remedial help 

. Increased effort to involve parents/community 
^ Increased school-parent communications 

More staff training 
. More emphasis on diagnostic -prescriptive approach 
More emphasis on individualization of Instruction 
Expand program within school/ school district 
More materials/equipment/personnel 
. Increased emphasis on Improving teacher competency 
^ Increased emphasis on improving teacher attitude 
^^^^ Improved evaluation techniques 

Re^definition of needs | 
Improved communication with HEW | 
Continued funding 

SITE DID NOT CLEARLY STATE RECOMMENDATIONS X 
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Schoolt 3001 . 



INDIVIDUAL SITE ASSESSMENT 



Schools 



3001 



Orndutf 5 



7-9 



S ch ool Chn r ft c 1 0 r i si i c s 



3. 



A* D C D E F 
I xl I I I |_J 



<<Stato8 in this region arot Connecticut, Malno, Massachusetts 
Now Hampshix'o, New Jersey, Now York, Puerto Rico, Rhode 
Island, Vermont, Virgin Islands 



2. Urban. Rural Indo?: 
Urban 



Suburban 



Rural 



X 



Student Population (Total School) 

• Total Reported Enrollment 1057 

• Total Students in Each Grade J^evel 



Grade No. of Students 

K ^ 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 



Grade N o. of Students 
7 



8 
9 

10 
11 
12 



Student Ethnicity (Total School) 

American Indian 

Asian 

Black 

Mexican American 
Puerto Rican 
V/hito 
Other 



344 



325 



388 



Percent 



100 
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Bi Right to Roftd Student ChayftcUyUttcg 

t. AAiount at Time in Programi 19U-73 School Year 

Z, Number of Right to Read Students in Each Orade Level 
and Ethnic Breakdown 



1 


total 




Percent 




Grade 


No. of 
Studenta 


American 
Indian 


BUck 


Mexican 
American 


Asian 
American 


Puerto 
Rican 


White 


Othor 


K 


















1 


.1111... — ..— - 
















i 




. 












---j 


J 
















1 


A 


















5 
















—4 


6 

— . — . — - 












■ — l„.|.M, « ^ 




7 


344 












100 


1 
* 


8 
















1 


9 






1 
1 










10 


! 




i 

1 








— 1 
— — 1 


11 
















1 


12 














i 


















■ 




1— 
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3. UoatH«[j CiuJns for 1972-73 School Ycm*:' 
{800 Vol, li, V, A foi' Uolallod rcpojM) 



Qradu Luvol 
(includott only IovoIa 
ior which dnttt woro 
roportod) 

7 
8 
9 



tyi u ti It Cj n |n J>« y M oiUh St. Do v. 
1.2 1.6 



* Overall Moan Gain for School 



1.2 



1.6 



(moans adjusted for difforlnu class si^.os) 

SRA Comprehension, SRA Composite, 



Name of Standardized 
Testis) Used 



Durrell 



C, Right to Read Toachor Characteristics 
• Total Numbor Roportod 



□1=3 

Moan 

♦ — No. Years Teaching Bxporlonco j ^ j 

' _Mnlo 
• Sex No, 

Percent 



, , , , , 

\ i,^rm J 







2_ 


.,17, „ 




63 



Mexican Puerto No 
Ethnicity Amr Ind Asia n felack Amo.« Rican Whilo Other Indicat Son 

No. 1 " '1 
cnt f ? " 



Percent 



10 



91 



Degree 

Area of 
Degree 

Job 
Title 

Residential 
Index 



B A or BS MA or MS 
No. rr J^..J 



PhD _Other No Indication 

FT ' 



I 



J 



Human- Fine No Indl- 

Educ Soc Sci itios Arts PhyeSci Math Other ca:ion 

No. i> I 3 I r r^^'n i i 

Read Reading Bilingual Multi No 
Spec Teacher Spec Subicct Other Indication 

No. rr^ I j— 



I 



rxzii 



No. [ 



Itwcr City Urban Sub u yhrtn Rural No Indicatibn 



*'*Total number of claosos for which achievement data wore reported; 



ToAchor Attitude Toward Right To Read Feature's 
(figures indicate number of toachors rospondlny) No Indlca* 

tlon or Not 
Included 



Parent Involve* 
ment 

In-service 
Training 

Reading 
Specialist 

Instructional 
Materials 



EffocfJveness 



I 


Z 










4 


3 


1 






3 


4 


3 








4 


4 


3 


1 , 






3 



No. of 

Toachers; 



• Teacher Proferonce Regarding Continuing fo 
Teach In Right To Read Program next year? 

Yes 

Yos, if changes are made 
Questionable 
No 

No Response 
I dentification of Project Director 

District Reading Reading Classroom No Title 

Snpli P rincipal Spocialist Teacher Teacher Other Indicated 



E. Effqcttvenqag of Right To Read MaterlaU 

# Program Planning Procedure 
(PPP) 



Not 



No 



Useful Useful Useful Indication 




X 







(A document with charts guiding the school in such areas as 
parent involvement, identification and prloriti sing of studont 
needs and objectives. Identification of basic t'eading approaches, 
materials, and program organisations. Also supplied information 
on redirection of existing resources to support the new program) 



Ways in which PPP was used in program: 

Structuring Identification of Identification Listing 



Ongoing No 



X 













Very Not No 

Statua and Reporting Center Useful Useful Useful Indication 

(S and RC) 



(A document with charts guiding the school in community Involve • 
ment during planning of activities^ and liaison with surrounding 
schools and Right to Read, Washington, D*C#) 

Ways In which S and RC was used: 

Program Student/Teacher Task Display Reference 

Planning Needs Assessment Assignments Program Progress Source 



Forecast Information No 
Outcomes Di's semination Indication 
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P« Technical Aasistant OtllUatlon 



• Rating of Hdlpfulneisi 


Very 




Not 


No 


Helpful 


Helpful 


Helpful 


Indication 






X 







Technical ABsidtant Actlvltloss 



1, Program planning 

2* Program Implementation 

3e Inte:rpret Right to Read 
planning materials 

4. Work on the Unit Task Force 

5e Develop Work Statement/ 
Proposal 

6. Develop or identify 
curriculum materials 

7» Needs assessment 

8» Diagnosis /prescription 

9. Identify objectives 

lOe Staff dc^velopment 



11. Identify* alternate approaches 
12e Develop team teaching 

13. Observe classes 

14. Advise on parental 
Involvement 

19. Recommend consultants 

16. Budget planning 

17e Evaluation 

18. Liaison with Right to Read, * 
Washingtoni D.C. 

19. Plan for 1973*»74 program 

20. No indication of activity 
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Pftrent Involvoment 



# Extent of 
Involvement 



# Activities J 

L Unit Task Force 

2. Program planning 

3* Program implementation 

4t Develop materials 

5* Purchase/repair materials 

6» AideSi tutorSi volunteers 

7* Advisory council 

8. Workshops, conferences 



High Medium Low No Indication 



9. Roadtng is Fundamental 

10, PTA, open house, other 
traditional meetings 

1 1. Supplementary activities 
12» Community relations 

13. Information dissemination 

14, No Indication 



X 



ERiC 
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Teacher Atde» 



Percentage of Teachers Reporting Aides 

• Worked in classrooms 

• Were paid 

• Werej I>arent 

Student teacher 

Community organization member 

High school student 

Other 

• Average number of hours aides worked 
per sem^'ster 

• Types of Activities Performedt 
Tuto«'ing students 

Marking tasts 
JMstributing materials 
Working iia Small and large groups 
Preparing materials 

Liaison wilth parents and other outside personnel 
Bus monitoring 

Supervising recreational activities in or outside 
class 

Classroom maintenance 
Supervising field trips 
Other 



112 



X 



X 



Teacher rating of aides' effectiveness (figurej indicate number 
of teachers reporting data) 



Very 
Effective 



jBffectlva Inefiectlve 



Very 



1 


I 
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Program Characteriatica 



li Ineervlce Training ; 

# Individuals responaible (or training: 
Coneultanta 

Technical Aesiatant Team (TAT) membera 
Project director 
Reading apecialiat 
Clasaroom teacher 
No indication 



Individuals trained: 



Reading apecialiat/teacher 

Classroom teachers 

Other staff 

Paraprofesaionals 

Parents 

No indication 



X 



# Tsaining areas* 

Learning theory 

Student background and self 
concept 

Language development 

Motor and perceptual skills 

Right to Read Program 

Diagnostic / prescriptive 
approach 



X 



Instructional approach 

Instructional materials 

Teaching techniques 

Classroom organization and 
management 

Evaluation 

No indication 



2L 



X 



er!c 



469 



• Training Methods: 



Grouper individual meetings » seminars^ workshopsi 
conferences 

School visitations, demonstration teaching, classroom 
observations 

University courses 

Video taping, audio-visuals, multi-media 
No indication 



Unit Task Force Activities 



Planning Phase 



Rating of helpfulness: 



Very Not No 

Helpful Helpful Helpful Indication 



UTF Members: 



Consultants 

Administrators 

Reading specialist 

Teachers 

Parents 

Others 

No indication 



X 
X 



Frequency of meetings: 



Very 
Frequent 



No 

Frequent Ififrequent Indication 



X 
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t Types o£ Activities: 



Meet witii TATs 

Develop proposal or work 
statement 

Needs assessment 

Devciiop diagnostic/prescriptive 
approach 

Identify objectives 
Gather data 
Complete PPP 



Develop materials 
Inservice training 
Budget 

Information dissemination 
Develop tests 
Evaluation 
No indication 



X 



Implementation Phase 

o Rating of Helpfulness: 



Very 



Not No 



Helpful Helpful Helpful Indication 



X 



UTF nnennbers: 



Consultants 

Administrators 

Reading specialist 

Teachers 

Parents 

Others 

No indication 



X 



X 



Frequency of Meetings: 



Very 






No 


Frequent 


Frequent 


Infrequent 


Indication 




X 







ERIC 
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• Types of Activities; 



Meet with TATs /consultants 

Develop criteria for student 
selection or placement 

Student diagnosis 

Identify tutors 

Inservice training 

Develop community involvement 
activities 



Status and reporting activities 

Record progrejss 

Serve on special committees 

Review program progress 

Information dissemination 

Evaluation 

No indication 



tic/I^ 



3. Components of Diagnosti 

Individualized prescription 
Identification of student skill levels 
Teacher observation 
Contracts 

Individualized instruction 
Progress checklists 
Testing 

Review case histories 

Staff conferences 

Student /teacher conferences 



rescriptive Approach: 



X 



Supplementary materials 
Games, manipulatives 
Audio- Visual, Multimedia 
Commercially made programs 
i tudent grouping 
Special classes 
Skill sessions 
Field trips 

Reading/language center 
Reading specialisti tutors 
Language experience approach 
Basal text instruction 
No indication 



FRir 
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4. 



Program Location:* 



Reading Is taught as a separate subject 

Rctiding Is taught indirectly 
through other subject matter 



Special assistance is provided outside the 
classroom for students in special n^ed of 



reading help 
No indication 



Mean Number of 
Semester Hours 
Reported per Class 



17 



80 



21 



5. 



Studant/Teacher Organization: 



Single teacher- -multi-subjects 

Reading specialist (responsible for more 
than one class) 

Team teachers 

Students doing cross -age teaching 

Tutor-specialist 

Tutor -aide 

Other 

No indication 



Mean Number of 
Semester Hours 
Reported per Class 



23 



0 



0 
14 



0 



17 



63 



6. 



Student Organization: 



Individualized reading instruction 
Small groups (5 or fewer students) 
Large groups (6 or more students) 
No indication 



Mean Number of 
Semester Hours 
Reported per Class 



61 



44 



11 



'^Information on items four through ten was obtained by asking teachers to report 
on each class ihey taught. Total number of classes for which data were reported; 35 
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7. Classroom Language (All Classed Combined)* 



Standard English 
Non-Standard English 
Spanish 
French 

American Indian 
language or dialect 

Japanese 
No indication 



Language of Instruction Native Language of Students 
(% of Time Language {% of Students Speaking 
Used) ^ ^ Language 



41 



8. 



Reading Approach: 



Meaning emphasis 
Code emphasis 
Linguistics 
Modified alphabet 
Responsive environment 
Programmed learning 
Individualized reading 
Language experience 
Eclectic or teacher's own 
Other 

No indication 



Mean Number of 
Semester Hours 
Reported per Class 



10 



3X 
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Techniques Used for Reading Instruction: 



Machine - based programmed 
instruction 

Other programmed instruction 
Gaming /simulation 

Instructional TV 
Interactive media 
Intensive involvement 
Discussion groups 
Demonstration- performance 
Lecture 
Contracts 

Use of supplementary materials 
Other 

No indication 



Mean Number of 
Semester Hours 
Reported per Clas 



6 

T" 



XL. 
5 

n 

17 

IT 
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Classroom Evaluation Procedures: 



Diagnostic reading tests are used with most or 
all students to determine individual reading needs. 

The teacher has formulated or selected 
specific objectives for each student. 

The teacher has formulated or selected 
specific objectives for the entire class. 

The teacher has developed or identified an 
instrument for measuring attitudes toward reading. 

The teacher has developed or identified an 
instrument for measuring attitudes toward 
reading for the entire class, 

Periormancc of students is measured in 
terms of objectives set for each individual* 

Performance of students is measured in 
terms of objectives set for the entire class, 

Visible records are kept of class performance » 

Records of each student's performance are kept 
with respect to each objective. 

Students are kept informed of their progress. 
Students are involved in self- evaluation* 
Parents are informed of students' progress. 



Number of 
Classrooms 
in Which 
Procedure 
Use d 

29 
16 
34 



21 



16 



11 



30 



26 



16 



31 



21. 
31 



No indication 



Total Funding for 1972-73 school year; $50, OOP 
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jr. MAJOR FINDINGS AND RECOMMENDATIONS REPORTED IN 
PROJECT SBLf.EVaLUATISn 



1. Project Objectivea and Degree of Accomplishment * 




STUDENT 
Student Attitude 












Student Behavior 












Student Reading Achievement 


X 




X 






Reading. Related Skills 


X 




X 






TEACHER 
Teacher Competency 


X 




X 






Teacher Attitude 












Teacher Behavior 












PARENT/COMMUNITY 

Pa rent /Community 
Involvement 


X 




X 






Parent Attitude 












PROGRAM 
Information Dissemination 












Individualization of 
Instruction 












Innovations 












Inservice Training 












Additional Materials, 
Services or Personnel 













<«Sites may have indicated program success under '^Program Objectives 
and Degree of AccomplishmenV or under "Major Findings^'. The 
reader should refer to both sections for a complete understanding of 
how successful the program was according to data in the self-evaluation. 



ERLC 
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2. Major Findings' !' 



Major Area 




STUDENT 
Reading Achievement 








Reading -Related Skills 








Social Skills 








Attitude 








TEACHER 
Competency 








Attitude 


X 






Teacher-Student Relations 








Teacher-Staff Relations 








PARENT/COMMUNITY 
Support 


X 






Involvement 








PROGRAM 
Success of Inservice Traininj? 








Program Flexibility 








Helpfulness of Technical Assistance 








Significant Changes ia Reading 
Approach 








Individualization of Instruction 








Value of Assistance from 
Aides /Volunteers 









SITE DID NOT CLEARLY STATE FINDINGS 



^J^Sites may have indicated program success under ''Major Findings^' or 
under ''Program Objectives and Degree of Accomplishment''. The 
reader should refer to both sections for a complete understanding of 
how successful the program was according to data in the self-evaluation. 
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3. Program Recommendatione 



Recommendations contained within the self-evaluation reports 
were categorized into the areas listed below. An "X^' indicates that 
the site made a recommendation with regard to that particular area. 

Mor^ emphasis on reading-related skills 

Increased emphasis on improving student achievement 

Increased emphasis on improving student attitude 

More remedial help 

X Increased effort to involve parents/community 

Increased school-parent communications 

^ More staff training 

More emphasis on diagnostic-prescriptive approach 

More emphasis on individualization of instruction 

. X Expand program within school/school district 

More rnaterials/equipment/personnel 

Increased emphasis on improving teacher competency 

Increased emphasis on improving teacher attitude 

Improved evaluation techniques 

^ Re -definition of needs 

Improved communication with HEW 

Continued funding 

SITE DID NOT CLEARLY STATE RECOMMENDATIONS 



ERLC 
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School: 3201 



ERIC 



INDIVIDUAL SITE ASSESSMENT 



School: 



3201 



Qrados: 



K-6 



School Characteristics 
Geographic Region 



A B C D" E F 



2. Urban-Rural Index 
Urban 



□ 



Suburban 



Rural 



^' Student Population (Total School) 

Total Reported Enrollment 569 



Total Students in Each Grade Level 



Grade No. of Students 
66 



Grade No. of Students 



K 
1 

2 
3 
4 
5 
6 



62 



80 



88 



85 



95 



7 
8 
9 

10 
11 

12 



93 



Student Ethnicity (Total School) 

American Indian 

Asian 

Black 

Mexican American 
Puerto Rican 
White 
Other 



Percent 



59 



37 
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B, Right to Read Student Chat^acteristlcs 

1. Amount of Time In Prograw: 1972-73 School Veaf 

2. Numhei? of Right to Read Students in Each Gvade Level 
and Ethnic Breakdown 





Total 


■ 




Percent * 




" "• '1 
I 1 


•V:;' , 


No. of 
Students 


American 
Indian 


■ 

Black 


Mexican 
American 


Asian 
American 


Puesrto 
Rlcan 


White 


Other 1 


K 


66 


12 




65 






23 


I 


1 


62 


^ 




70 






31 


— ^ J 


z 


80 


6 




71 






23 


1 


3 


88 


S 




60 






34 




4 


85 


7 




55 






28 




5 


95 


5 




68 






29 


— \ 


6 


93 


1 


1 


65 






33 




7 


















8 


















9 


















10 




















. ■ - 












\ 

\ 

1 


1 u 






I 
j 

1 








1 




































1 ' , -j 

1 

1 








— 
































Vol. n, V, A for dolallod ropott) 



Grado Lovisl 
{includes only levels 
for which data woro 



I 

2 
3 
4 
5 
6 



0.6 



0.4 



0.9 



0.6 



0.8 



Ovorall Mean Gain for School ^' ^ 

(means adjusted for differing class slzet) 

Name of Standardised eArr 
Test(8) Used 



C Right to Read Teacher Characteristics 
• Total Number Reported 



• Age 

• No, Years Teaching Experience (8 '1 

Mai 

• Sex No, 

Percent 



1 — 




19 , 


5 




95 



Ethnicity 



Mexican Puerto 



Mean Gain per Month St. D ov, 



0.4 



0.? 



0.5 



0.6 



0.7 



0.6 



Mean Range 



No 



No. 
Percent 



Area of 













■ 14 I ri - • 








25 




"ttH — rr 


BA or BS MA or MS PhD Other No Indication 


1 16 




3 


1 




1 1 


Educ Soc Sci 


Human- Fine 
ities Arts 


No Indi 

PhysSci Math Other cation 


1 18 1 


2 1 






1 


L L_a 


Reiad 
Spec 


Reading Bilingual 
Teacher Spec 


Multi 
Subject 


No 

Other Indication 


1 1 


-1 ^ 




I 


10 


1 — — ] □ 



Residential No. T 
index 



Inner City V Urban Suburban Rural No Indication 



3 



Total number of classes for which achievement data were reported; H 



ilERIC 
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Hi: 



• Teachor Atlitutle Toward Right To Read Featui'oo 

(figurds Indicate number o£ toachora responding) No Indlea- 

JSffecUvonees tlon or Not 





Excellent 


Good 


Ado^uate 


Poor 


Very Poor 


inciuuod 
in, Program 


Parent Inyolvei- 
ment 


5 


7 


■ i 


I 




4 


In-sorvlce 
Training 


2 


1 


7 


9 




1 


Reading 
Specialist 




5 


6 






4 


Instructional 
Materials 


5 


7 








1 



0. 



• Teacher Preference Regarding Continuing to 
Teach in Right To Read Program next year: 

Yes, if changes are made 
Questionable 
/.■:No:v 
;■ No Response 

Identification of Project Director 



No: of 
Teachers: 



District Reading Reading Classroom No Title 

Supt. Principal Specialist Teacher Teacher Other Indicated 



X 
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Effectiveness of Right To Read MateriaU 

• Program Planning Procedure 
(PPP) 



'Very Not No 

Useful Useful Useful Indication 



(A document with charts guiding the school in such areas as 
parent involvett^ent, identification and prioritiaing of student 
needs and objectives, identification of basic reading approaches, 
materials,and program organiaatlons. Also supplied information 
on redirection of existing resources to support the new program) 

Ways in- which PPP was used in program: 

Structuring Identification of Identification Listing Ongoing No 

and Planning Student/Teacher Needs of Objectives Priorities Eval. Indication 



Very Not No 

Status and Reporting Center Useful Useful Useful Indication 

(SaadRC) 



(A document with charts guiding the school in community involve- 
ment during planning of activities, and liaison with surrounding 
schools and Right to Read, Washington, D. C.) 

Ways in Which S and RC was used: 

Program Student/Teacher Task Display Reference 

Planning Needs Assessment Assignments Program Progress Source 



Forecast Information No 
Outcomes Dissemination Indication 




I: 
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F. Technic&l Aesiatant Utilization 



• Rating oi Helpfulness; 

K . .. : . ■ ■ ■ ^ 


Very 




Not 


No 


Helpful 


Helpful 


Helpful 


Indication 






X 







Technical Aa did tant ActlvitledS 



1, Program planning 

2, Program impleryiontatlon 

3, Interpret Right to Read 
planning materials 

4, Work on the Unit Taek Force 

5, Develop Work Statement/ 
Proposal 

6« Develop or identify 
curriculum materials 

7t Needs assessment 

8* Diagnosis/prescription 

9t Identify objectives 

10* Staff development 



2L 



X 
X 



11. Identify alternate approaches 

12. Develop team teaching 

13« Observe classes 

Hi Advise on parental 
involvement 

15. Recommend consultants 

16, Budget planning 
17 ♦ Evaluation 

18* Liaison with Right to Read, 
Washington, D,G. 

19. Plan for 1973-74 program 

20. No indication of activity 



X 
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G. Parent Involvement 



# Extent o( 

Involvement 



♦ Activities; 
Unit Task rorce 
Program planning 
Program implementation 
Develop materials 
Purchase/repair materials 
Aided, tutorSi volunteere 
Advisory council 
Workshops, conferences 



High Medium Low No Indication 



□ 



9# Reading is Fundamental 

10. PTA, open houscf other 
traditional meetings 

1 1 • Supplementary activitie s 

12. Community relations 

13. Information dissemination 

14. No indication 



X 
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Teachet Aides 

Percentage of Teachers Reporting Aides 
Wdtked in classrooms 
Were paid 



Were: Parent 

Student teacher 

Community organization member 

High school student 

Other 

Average number of hours aides worked 
per semester 

Types of Activities Performed: 

Tutoring students 

Marking tests 

Distributing materials 

Working in small and large groups 

Preparing materials 

Liaison with parents and other outside personnel 
Bus monitoring 

Supervising recreational activities in or outside 
class 

Classroom maintenance 
Supervising field trips 

Other 



86% 



81% 



57% 



33% 



231 



X 



X 



X 



X 



Teacher rating of aides* effectiveness (figurej* indicate number 
of teachers reporting data) 



Very 






Very 


Effective 


Effective 


Ineffective 


Ineffective 


10 


B 
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li Program Chafaoteristics 



1* Insorvice Training ; 

• Individuals responsible for training: 
Consultants 

Technical Assistant Team (TAT) membora 
Project director 
Reading specialist 
Classroom teacher 
No indication 



X 



2L 

X 



Individuals trained: 



Reading specialist/teacher 

Classroom teachers 

Other staff 

Paraprofessionals 

Parents 

No indication 



• Training areas* 

Learning theory 

Student background and Self 
concept 

Language development 

Motor and perceptual skills 

Right to Read Program 

Diagnostic/ prescriptive 
approach 



X 



Instructional approach X 

Instructional materials 

Teaching techniques 

Classroom organization and X 
management 

Evaluation 

No indication 
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• Training Methcds! 



Qroup or individual meetings, aeminais, workshops, 
conferences 

School visitations, demonstration teaching, classroom 
observations 

University courses 

Video taping, audio-visuals^ multi-media 
No indication 



Unit Task Force Activities 

Planning Phase 

• Rating of helpfulness: 



Very 



Not 



No 









X 



UTF Members: 



Consultants 

AdminiGtrators 

Readifig specialist 

Teachers 

Parents 

Others 

No indication 



X 



Frequency of meetings: 



* 
• 

Very 






No 


Frequent 


Frequent 


Infrequent 


Indication 




X 
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t Types of /ictiviUest 



Meet with TAts 

Develop proposal or work 
statement 

Needs assessment 

Develop diagnostic/prescriptive 
approach 

Identify objectives 
Gather data 
Complete PPP 



Develop materials 
Inservice training 
Budget 

Information dissemination 
Develop tests 
Evaluation 
No indication 



X 



Implementation Phase 



Rating of Helpfulness: 



Very Not No 

Helpful Helpful Helpful Indication 



UTF members: 



Consultants 

Administrators 

Reading specialist 

Teachers 

Parents 

Others 

No indication 



X 



Frequency of Meetings: 



Very 

Frequent Frequent 



No 

Infrequent Indi 



« Types of Activitlesj 



Meet with TATs /consultants 

Develop criteria for student 
Selection or placement 

Student diagnosis 

Identify tutors 

Inservice training 

Develop community involvement 
activities 



Status and reporting activities 

Record progress 

Serve on special committees 

Review program progress 

Information dissemination 

Evaluation 

No indication 



5. Components of Diagnostic /Prescriptive Approach: 



Individualized prescription 
Identification of student skill levels 
Teacher observation 
Contracts 

Individualized instruction 
Progress checklists 
Testing 

Review case histories 

Staff conferences 

Student /teacher conferences 



Supplementary materials 
Games ^ manipulatives 
Audio^ Visual, Multimedia 
Commercially made programs 
Student grouping 
Special classes 
Skill sessions 
Field trips 

Reading/language center 
Reading specialist, tutors 
Language experience approach 
Basal text instruction 
No indication 
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4. 



Program J ocatlonj* 



Reading is taught as a separate subject 

Reading Is taught indirectly 
through other subject matter 

Special assistance is provided outside the 
classroom for students in special need of 
reading help 

No indication 



Mean Number of 
Semester Hours 
Reported per Class 



120 



102 



60 



5, 



Student/Teacher Organization: 



Single teacher- -multi-subjects 

Reading specialist (responsible for more 
than one class) 

Team teachers 

Students doing cross -age teaching 

Tutor-specialist 

Tutor -aide 

Other 

No indication 



Mean Number of 
Semester Hours 
Reported per Class 



257 



33 



78 



44 



40 



6^ 



Student Organization: 



Individualized reading instruction 
Small groups (5 or fewer students) 
Large groups (6 or more students) 
No indication 



Mean Number of 
Semester Hours 
Reported per Glass 



19, 




33 




97 





^information on items four through ten was obtained by asking teachers to report 
|;;pn each class they taught. Total nunriber of classes for which data were reported: 



7. 



Classroom Language (All Classes Combined)* 



Standard EngUdh 
Non-Standard English 
Spanish 
J French 

oAmerican Indian 
language or dialect 

Japanese 
No Indication 



Language of Instruction Native Language of Students 
(% of Time Language {% of Students Speaking 
Used) . Language ) 



99% 



70% 



15 



8. 



Reading Approach: 



Mean Nunnber of 
Semester Hours 
Reported per Class 



Meaning emphasis 


30 


Code emphasis 


22 


Linguistics 


2 


Modified alphabet 


1 


Responsive environment 


13 


Programmed learning 


4 


individualized reading 


12 


Language experience 


20 


Eclectic or teacher's own 


34 


Other 

* 


8 


No indication 
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Techniques Used for Readlhg Instruction: 



Mftchine- based programmed 
instruction 

Other programmed instruction 
Gaming/simulation 

Instructional TV 
Interactive media 
Intensive involvement 
Discussion groups 
Demonstration- performance 
Lecture 
Contracts 

Use of supplementary materials 
Other 

No indication 



Mean Number of 
Semester Hours 
Reported per Class 



26 



4 

9 

2 

3 

4 

21 
37 



_J 

5 
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Claddtoom Evaluation Procedures: 



Diagnostic reading teste are used with most or 
all students to determine individual reading needs. 

The teacher hae formulated or selected 
specific objectives for each student. 

The teacher has formulated or selected 
specific objectives for the entire class. 

The teftcher has developed or Identified an 
instrument for measuring attitudes toward reading. 

The teacher has developed or identified an 
instrument for measuring attitudes toward 
reading for the entire class* 

Performance of students is measured in 
terms of objectives set for each individual. 

Performance of students is measured in 
terms of objectives s^t for the entire class. 

Visible records are kept of class performance. 

Records of each student^s performance are kept 
with respect to each objective^ 

Students are kept informed of their progress. 
Students are involved in self- evaluation. 
Parents are informed of students^ progress. 
No indication 



Total Funding for 1972-73 school year: $40. OOP 
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i» Pypject Objectivea and Degree of AccompUshmeRt * 




STUDENT 
Student Attitude 


X 




X 








X 




X 






StildlAi\t R^tAflincy Ay^Vi{ At/AtYitfanl* 


X 












X 










TEACHER 
Teacher Gompetency 












Teacher Attitude 












Teacher Behavior 












PARENT/ GOMMUNITY 

Parent/Community 
Involvement 


X 


X 








Parent Attitude 












PROGRAM 
Information Olesemination 












Individualis&ation of 
Instruction 












Innovations 












Inaervice Training 












Additional Materials^ 
Services or Personnel 













*Sites may have indicated program success under "Program Objectives 
and Degree of Accomplishment" or under "Major Findings", The 
reader should refer to both sections for a complete understanding of 
how successful the program was according to data in the self -evaluation* 
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2. Malof Findings* 



Major Area 



STUDENT 
Reading Achievement 


X 






Readinfi:-^ Related Skills 


X 






Social oKiild 








Attitude 








TEACHER 
Competency 








Attitude 








Teacher -Student Relations 








Teacher -Staff Relations 








PARENT/COMMUNITY 
Support 








Involvement 








PROGRAM 
Success of Inservice Training 








Profitr;im Flexibility 








Helpfulness of Technical Assistance 








Significant Changes in Reading 
Approach 








Individualization of Instruction 








Value of Assistance from 
Aides/Volunteers 










SITE DID NOT CLEARLY STATE FINDINGS 



^Sites may have indicated program success under '^Major Findings'^ or 
under '^Program Objectives and Degree of Accomplishment''* Tho 
reader should refer to both sections for a complete understanding of 
how successful the program was according to data in the self -evaluation » 



Recommendations containe4 w repoirte 
were catdgorized into the areas listed below. An ''X'^ Indicates tbat 
the site made a recommendation with regard to that particular area* 

: - ^ ^ : More emphasis on readings-related skills 

^ Increased emphasis on Improving student achievement 
Increased emphasis on Improving student attitude . 
X More remedial help 

Increased effort to involve parents /community 
, Increased school-parent communications 
X More staff training 

^^^^ More emphasis on diagnostic-^prescriptive approach 

More enriphasis on individualiasation of instruction 

Expand program within school/echool district 

X More materials/equipnient/personnel 

X Increased emphasis on improving teacher competency 

Increased emphasis on improving teacher attitude 

^^^^^^ Improved evaluation techniques 

^^^^ Re-*d0finition of needs 

^ Improved communication with HEW 

^ Continued funding 

SITE DID NOT CLEARLY STATE RECOMMSSNDATIONS 
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School: 3202 



ERIC 



INDIVIDUAL SITE ASSESSMENT 



Schooiv_^ 
Grades: 



320^ 
K-7 



School Charactoyistics 
1, Geographic jRoglon 



A B C 
I I I 



D* E F 

X I I I 



Instates in this region are; Arizona, Arkansas, California, 
New Mexico, Oklahoma, Texas 



2« Urban-Rural Index 
Urban 



Suburban 



Rural 



3. Student Population (Total School) 

• Total Reported Enrollment 410 

• Total Students in Each Grade Level 



Grade No. of Students 



Grade No. of Students 



K 
1 
2 
3 
4 
5 
6 



11. 



12. 



45 



54 



59 



7 
8 
9 

10 
11 
12 
ESL 



Student Ethnicity (Total School) 

American Indian 

Asian 

Black 

Mexican American 
Puerto Rican 
White 
Other 



71 



16 



Percent 



70 



30 
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B . Right to Read Student Characteristics 



1. Amount of Time in Programt 1972-73 School Year 

2. Number of Right to Read Students in Each Grade Level 
and Ethnic Breakdown 



1 




— — ■ ■ ' ' ' " ' ' ' 1 

Percent 




No. of 


American 
Indian 


1 

Black 


Mexican 
American 


Asian 
Atneirlcan 


Puerto 
Rican 


White 


Other 


K 


38 






74 " 






26 




1 


36 






75 






25 




2 


52 






75 






25 


— 1 


3 


39 






67 






33 




4 


45 






62 






38 




5 


44 






52 






48 




6 


59 






66 






34 




7 


71 






63 






37 




8 


















9 


















10 


i 




1 

i 








> 

■ 1 


11 




1 












— — t 
— J 


12 
















1 
I 

— 


ESL 


16 






^ 

100 
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3, 



C, 



# 



RonOlnfi Gal)>s for 1972-73 JJchoo) Yoar>:< 
(sob Vol. Ill V, A for dohiilud voporl) 

• Grade Level 

(inclucles only levels 
for v/iiich data were 



(means adjusted for differing claey sizes) 

Name of Standardized x/at^ ro^no 

Test(s) Used MAT, CTBS^ 



Right to Road Teacher CharacteriHtics 
6 Total Number Reported 

« Age 

• No. Years Teaching Experience 



8 



Male 



Female 



Sex 



No. 
Percent 



JJL 



roijorted) 


Moan Gidn per Monlh 


St. Dov, 


1 






2 


0.9 


0.9 


3 


1.4 


0.9 


4 


1.0 


1. 1 


5 


0.9 


0.9 


6 


0. 8 


1.4 


Overall Mc 


ic'in Gain for Snhnol 1.0 


I. 1 



Mean Range 
I 1-21 



No 



Mexican Puerto 

Ethnicity Amr Ind Asian B lack Amer Rican White Other Indication 

No. 
Percent 

Degree No. 



Area of 
Degree 



Job Title 



Index 



1 






1 




12 






7 






7 




86 






BA or 


BS MA or MS PhD Other 


No Indication 


1 ■ 8 


1 


6^ 


1 


1 


1 




1 






Human- Fine 








No Indl 


Educ Soc Sci 


ities 


Arts 


PhysSci Math Other cation 


1 


, 1 




1 


1 1 


1 


1 




Read 


Reading Bilingual 


Multi 






No 


Spec 


Teacher Spec 


Subject 


Other Indication 


1 1 1 


1 




1 


12 






1 


Inner City Urban 


Suburban Rural No Indication 


r 


1 


1 1 


1 


1 12 






_J 



* Total number of classes for which achievement data were reported; p 



teacher Atlltudo To^^ard Right To Read Foaturo*^^ 

(figuros indicate number of teachers responding) No Indica- 

tion ov Not 

Included 



Ef£ectiven«ey 





Excellent 


Good 


Adoauato 


Poor 


Vorj^ Poor 


in Program 


Parent Involve- 
ment - 




4 


3 


1 




6 


In-service 
Training 


3 


9 


2 








Reading 
Specialist 


4 


6 


4 








Instructional 
Materials 


3 


7 


4 









D. 



No; of 
Teachers: 



8 



• Teaclier Preference Regarding Continuing ^^o 
Teach in Right To Read Program next year: 

Yes 

Yes, if changes are made 
Questionable 
No 

No Response 
Identification of Project Director 

District Reading Reading Classroom No Title 

Supt« Principal Specialist Teacher Teacher Other Indicated 
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£!• SffectiveneBS of Right To Read M^teriaU 

# Program Planning Procedure 
(PPP) 



Very Not No 

U6eful Useful Useful IndicaHon 



(A document with charts guiding the school in such areas as 
parent involvement, identification and prioritising of student 
needs and objectives I identification of basic reading approachesf 
materialSi and program organizations. Also supplied information 
on redirection of existing resources to support the new program) 

Ways In which PPP was used in program: 

Structuring Identification of Identification Listing Ongoing No 

and Planning Student/Teacher Needs of Objectives Priorities Eval. Indication 



Very 



Not 



No 



(S and RC) 



Useful Useful Useful Indication 






X 





(A document with charts guiding the school in community Itivolve 
ment during planning of activities^ and liaison with surrouriding 
schools and Right to Read, Washington, D, C J — 

Ways in which S and RC was used: 



Program Student/Teacher Task Display Reference 

Planning Needs Assessment Assignments Program Progress Source 



Forecast Information No 
Outcomes Dissemination Indication 
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F, Technical Assistant Utilization 

# Rating of Helpfulness: Very Not No 

Helpful Helpful Helpful Indication 



Technical Assistant Activities: 



1, Program planning 

2« Program Implementation 

3« Interpret Right to Read 
planning materials 

4. Work on the Unit Task Force 

5» Develop Work Statement/ 
Proposal 

6» Develop or identify 
curriculum materials 

7, Needs assessment 

8» Diagnosis /prescription 

9* Identify objectives 

10. Staff development 



X 



11» Identify alternate approaches 

12. Develop team teaching 

13. Observe classes 

14. Advise on parental 
involvement 

15» Recommend consultants 

16« Budget planning 

17. Evaluation 

18. Liaison with Right to Read, 
Washington^ D.C. 

19. Plan for 1973-74 program 

20. No Indication of activity 



X 



X 
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Parent Involvement 



# Extent of 

Involvement 



# Activities: 

1. Unit Task Force 

2# Program planning 

3i Program implementation 

4, Develop materials 

5, Purchase/repair materials 
6» Aides, tutors, volunteers 

7, Advisory council 

8, Workshops, conferences 



High 


Medium Low 


No Indication 






. .. .J 



9. Reading Is Fundamental 

10/ PTA, open housei other 
traditional meetings 

111 Supplementary activities 

12, Community relations 

13. Information dissemination 
14* No indication 



Teacher Aides 



Percentage of Teachers Reporting Aides 

• Worked in classrooms 

• Were paid 

• Were; Parent 

Student teacher 

Community organization member 

High school student 

Other 

• Average number of hours aides worked 
per semester 

• Types of Activities Performed: 
Tutoring students 

Marking tests 

Distributing materials 

Working in small and large groups 

Preparing materials 

Liaison with parents and other outside personnel 
Bus monitoring 

Supervising recreational activities in or outside 
class 

Classroom maintenance 
Supervising field trips 
Other 



92% 



85% 



0% 



8% 



31% 



62% 



422 



X 



X 



Teacher rating of aides' effectiveness (figure* indicate number 
of teachers reporting data) 

Very Very 
Effective Effective Ineffective Ineffective 
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Ill 



1. 



Program Characteristics 



li Inservice Training ; 

# Individuals responsible for training: 

Consultants 

Technical Assistant Team (TAT) members 
Project director 
Reading specialist 
Classroom teacher 
No indication 

# Individuals trained: 

Reading specialist/teacher 

Classroom teachers 

Other staff 

Paraprofessionals 

Parents 

No indication 



# Training areas* 

Learning theory 

Student background and self 
concept 

Language development 

Motor and perceptual skills 

Right to Read Program 

Diagnostic/ prescriptive 
approach 



Instructional approach 

Instructional materials 

Teaching techniques 

Classroom organization and 
management 

Evaluation 
No Indication 
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• Training Methods: 



Group or Individual meetings, seminars, workshops, 
conferences 

School visitations, demonstration teaching, classroom 
observations 

University courses 

Video taping, auuio-vieuals, multi-media 
No Indication 



X 



Unit Task Force Activities 
Planning Phase 

• Rating of helpfulness: Very Not No 

Helpful Helpful Helpful Indica tion 



UTF Members: 



Consultants 

Administrators 

Reading specialist 

Teachers 

Parents 

Others 

No indication 



Frequency of meetings; 



Very 






No 


Freauent 


Frequent 


Infrequent 


Indication 








X 
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• Typqs of Activities: 



Meet with TATs 

Develop proposal or work 
statement 

Needs assessment 

Develop diagnostic /prescriptive 
approach 

Identify objectives 
Gather data 
Complete PPP 



X 



X 



Develop materials 
Inservice training 
Budget 

Information dissemination 
Develop tests 
Evaluation 
No indication 



Implem e ntation Phase 

• Rating of Helpfulness: 



Very 




Not 


No 


Helpful 


Helpful 


Helpful 


Indication 








X 



• UTF members: 



Consultants 

Administrators 

Reading specialist 

Teachers 

Parents 

Others 

No indication 



Frequency of Meetings: 



Very 
Frequent 


Frequent 


Infrequent 


No 

Indication 








X 1 
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# Types of Activities: 



Meot with TATs /consultants 

Develop criteria for student 
Selection or placement 

Student diagnosis 

Identify tutors 

Inservice training 

Develop community involvement 
activities 



Status and reporting activities 

Record progress 

Serve on special committees 

Review program progress 

Information dissemination 

Evaluation 

No indication 



Components of Diagnostic/Prescriptive Approach: 



Individualized prescription 
Identification of student skill levels 
Teacher observation 
Cont racts 

Individualized instruction 
Progress checklists 
Testing 

Review case histories 

Staff conferences 

Student /teacher conferences 



X 



Supplementary materials 
Games, manipulative s 
Audio- Visual, Multimedia 
Commercially made programs 
Student grouping 
Special classes 
Skill sessions 
Field trips 

Reading /language center 
Reading specialist, tutors 
Language experience approach 
Basal text instruction 
No indication 
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4. 



Program Locatlonj* 



Reading is taught as a separate subject 

Reading is taught indirectly 
♦hrough other subject matter 

Special assistance is provided outside the 
classroom for students in special need of 
reading help 

No indication 



Mean Number of 
Semester Hours 
Reported per Class 



117 



67 



20 



5, Studnnt/Teacher Organization: 



Single teacher --multi-subjects 

Reading specialist (responsible for more 
than one class) 

Team teachers 

Students doing cross -age teaching 

Tutor-specialist 

Tutor-aide 

Other 

No indication 



Mean Number of 
Semester Hours 
Reported per Class 



116 



78 



-12, 



6. 



Student Organization: 



Individualized reading instruction 
Small groups (5 or fewer students) 
Large groups (6 or more students) 
No indication 



Mean Number of 
Semester Hours 
Reported per Class 



34 



51 



72 



Information on items four through ten was obtained by asking teachers to reoort 
on each class they taught. Total number of classes for which data were rep^rJed: 



513 



7* Clasdroom 



Language (All Classes Combined)* 



Language o£ Instruction Native Language of Students 
{% o£ Time Language (% of Students Speaking 



Used) 



Standard English 


95% 




35% 


Non-Standard English 


0 




2 


Spanish 


5 




60 


French 


0 






American Indian 
language or dialect 

Japanese 


0 






0 






No Indication 






3 



Language 



8* 



Reading Approach: 



Meaning emphasis 
Code emphasis 
Linguistics 
Modified alphabet 
Responsive environment 
Programmed learning 
Individualized reading 
Language experience 
Eclectic or teacher's own 
Other 

No indication 



Mean Number of 
Semester Hours 
Reported per Class 



36 



20 



8 



10 



10 



29 
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Techniques Used for Reading Instruction: 



Machine- based programmed 
instruction 

Other programmed instruction 
Gaming/slmulatlon 

Instructional TV 
Interactive media 
Intensive Involvement 
Discussion groups 

Demonstration - performance 

Lecture 

Contracts 

Use of supplementary materials 
Other 

No indication 



Mean Number of 
Semester Hours 
Reported per Class 



10 
IT 
6__ 
0 

To 



27 

il 
3_ 

0_ 

22_ 

3 
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10. Classroom Evaluation Procedures: 



Diagnostic reading tests are used with most or 
all students to determine individual reading needs. 

The teacher has formulated or selected 
specific objectives for each student. 

The teaclier has formulated or selected 
specific objectives for the entire class* 

The teacher has developed or identified an 
instrument for measuring attitudes toward reading. 

The teacher has developed or identified an 
instrument for measuring attitudes toward 
reading for the entire class* 

Performance of students is measured in 
terms of objectives set for each individual. 

Performance of students is measured in 
terms of objectives set for the entire class, 

Visible records are kept of class performance. 

Records of each student* s performance are kept 
with respect to each objective. 

Students are kept informed of their progress. 
Students are involved in self- evaluation. 
Parents are informed of students' progress. 
No indication 



Number of 
Classrooms 
in Which 
Procedure 
Uded 



10 



13 



11 



13 



12 



10 



12 



11. Total Funding for 1972-73 school year: . $30,000 
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^SPORTED m 



Pyoject Objectives and Degree of Accomplishment * 




STUDENT 
Student Attitude 












Student Behavior 












Student Reading Achievement 


X 


X 








Reading- Related Skills 


X 


X 








TEACHER 
Teacher Competency 


X 


X 








Teacher Attitude 


X 


X 








Teacher Behavior 












PARENT/COMMUNITY 












Parent/Community 
Involvement 


Parent Attitude 












PROGRAM 
Information Dissemination 












Individualization of 
Instruction 












Innovations 












Inservice Training 












Additiofial Material s» 
Services or Personnel 













«Site8 may have indicated program success under "Program Objectives 
and Degree of Accomplishment" or under "Major Findings". The 
reader should refer to both sections for a complete understanding of 
how successful the program was according to data in the self-evaluation. 
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2, Ma^oy Findings* 



Major Area 



STUDENT 
Readlnsi^ Achievement 


X 






Reading -Related Skills 








Social^kllls 








Attitude 








TEACHER 
Competency 


X 




, 


Attitude 


X 






Teacher «*Student Relations 








Teacher *Sta££ Relations 








PARENT/COMMUNITY 
Support 








Involvement 








PROGRAM 
Success of Inservice Tralnini; 








Profiiram Flexibility 








Helpfulness of Technical Assistance 








Significant Changes in Reading 
Approach 








Individualization of Instruction 








Value of Assistance from 
Aide s / Voluntee r s 










SITE DID NOT CLEARLY STATE FINDINGS 



♦Sites may have indicated program succesa under "Major Findings" or 
under "Program Objective* and Degree of Accompllehment". The 
reader should refer to both sections for a complete understanding of 
how successful the program was according to data In the self -evaluation. 
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^^B§'?-y ' 3. Program Recommendations 

Recommendations contained within the self-evaluation reports 
g w listed beiuw. An '•X*^ indicates that 

? the site maiie a recommendation with regard to that particular area. 

^ More emphasis on reading^-related skills 

^ Increased emphasis on Improving student achievement 

Increased emphasis on improving student attitude 

^ More remedial help 

Increased effort to Involve parents /community 

Increasod school -parent communications 
X More staff training 

More emphasis on diagnostic -prescriptive approach 

More emphasis on individualization of instruction 

Expand program within school/school district 

More materials/equipment/personnel 

Increased emphasis on improving teacher competency 

Increased emphasis on improving teacher attitude 

Improved evaluation techniques 

Re-definition of needs 

Improved communication with HEW 

Continued funding 

SITE DID NOT CLEARLY STATE RECOMMENDATIONS 



■1 
II 



School: 3302 



S 




INDIVIDUAL SITE ASSESSMENT 



School: 3302 



Grades: 2-3 



School Characteristics 
1 . Geographic Region 



A* B C D E F 

1x1 I ) I -1^ 



•I'States In this region are: Connecticut, Maine, Massachusetts 
New Hampshire, New Jersey, New York, Puerto Rico, Rhode 
Island, Vermont, Virgin Islands 

2, Urban- Rural Index 



Urban 


Suburban 


Rural 


X 











Student Population (Total Schoo]) 
• Total Reported Enrollment 818 



Total Students in Each Grade Level 

Grade No. of Students 



Grade No. of Students 



K 


79 . .... 


1 


123 


2 


113 


3 


101 


4 


107 


5 


107 


6 


97 



7 
8 
9 

10 
II 
12 

Pre-K 
Health 



Jtioa 

Student Ethnicity (Total School) 

American Indian 
Asian 
Black 

Mexican American 
Puerto Rican 
V/hite 
Other 



29 



Percent 



83 
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IB. Right to Read Student Characteristics 



1. Amount of time In Program: 1972-73 School Year 



2, Number of Right to Read Students in Each Grade Level 
and Ethnic Breakdown 





Percent 


Orade 


No. of 
Students 


ATnericstn 
Indian 


B\ack 


M.dxlca.n ' 
American 


Asian 
American 


Puerto 
Rican 


White 


Other 


K 






1 












I 


















2 


68 




83 






17 






3 


51 




83 






17 




! 


4 


















1 


5 
















1 


6 












II II 11 -V* 


■J M 1 U 


7 
















1 

— i 


8 


















9 


















10 


! 


i 

. . 1 . , 








1 


n 




1 


i 








i 

1 


12 

— . — _ 














1 














1 




— i 




































1 

1 






,, 




1 . 








— -i 

t 

1 
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Reading Gains fov 1972-73 School Year* 
(see Vol, III V, A iox doUilod report) 



brrtdo Level 
(Includdd otily loveU 
for which data were 
reported) 

1 

2 
3 
4 
5 
6 



Mean Guin per Month 



0.7 



Overall Mean Gain for School JLuL 



(means adjusted for differing class sizes) 

MAT 



Name of Standardized 
Test(8) Used 



C/ Right to Read Teacher Characteristics 
0 Total Number Reported 



cm 

Moa n 

Age I 
No. Years Teaching Experience ( 6 

Male 

No. 
Percent 



Range 



2-12 



Female 



Sex 



St. Dev. 



0.4 



0.4 



Ethnicity 




Amr Ind Asian Black 


Mexican Puerto 
Amar Rican 


White 


Other 


No 
Indication 


No. 






1 






? 




- \ 


Percent 






! Z() 






60 




20 






BA or BS MA or MS PhD Other 


No Indication 


Degree 


No. 1 2 1 


3 


1 




1 




1 


Area of 




Educ S 


oc Sci 


Human- Fine 
ities Arts 


No Indl 

PhysSci Math Other cation 


Degree 


No. 1 4 1 


1 1 






i 






r 1 




Read 
Spec 


Reading Bilingual 
Teacher Spec 


Multi 
Subject 


No 

Other Indication 


Job Title 


No. 1 1 




1 


1 


5 


1 


1 


1 



Inner City Urban Suburban Rural No Indicati on 
Residential No. | I 4 1 1 1 | ^ 

Index 



^Total number of classes for which achievement data were reported: ^ 
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# T6achor Attitude Tow&td Right To Read Features 

(figuveB indicate uumbot of toaoherfi responding) No Indica- 





£xceilont 


Good 


Adoqimte 


Poor 


Vory Poor 


in Program 


Pa Sk* on t Involve" 
ment 




1 


2 






2 


In«86rvlco 
training 




3 


2 








Reading 
Specialidt 


I 


Z 










Instructional 
Matorlai» 


3 


2 











No: of 
Toachors! 



4 

T 



# Teacher Preference Regarding Continuing ^^o 
Teach in Right To Read Program next year: 

Yes 

Yes, it changes are made 
Questionable 
No 

No Response 
Identification of Projeci Director 

District Reading Reading Classroom No Title 

Supi# Principal Specialist Teacher Teacher Other Indicated 



■ O ■ 
(ERIC, 
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E. Enectlveneaa o^ Right To Read Materials 

Very Not No 

• Program Planning Procedure Useful Uaeful Useful Indication 



X 









(A document with charts guiding the school in such areas as 
parent involvenr.eu , identification and prioritising of student 
needs and objecti- es, identification of basic reading approaches, 
materials, and ^.rogram organl«ations. Also supplied information 
on redirection of existing resources to support the new program^ 



Ways in which PPP was used in program: 



Structuring 
and Planning 


Identification of 
Student/Teacher Needs 


Identification 
of Objectives 


Listing 
Priorities 


Ongoing 
Eval. 


No 

Indication 




X 











Verv Not No 

Status and Reporting Center Useful Useful Useful Indication 

(S a;id RC) 



(A document with charts guiding the school in community involve 
ment during planning of activities, and liaison with i^ur rounding 
schools and Right to Read, Washingtonj D« C«) 

Ways in which S and RC was used: 

Program Student/Teacher Task Display Reference 

Planning Needs Assessment Assignments Program Progress Source 



Forecast Information No 
Outcomes Dissemination Indication 




ERIC 
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Technical Asaiatant Utlligation 

# Rating of Helpfulneaa; Very Not No 

Helpful Helpful Helpful Indication 



Technical Aaaiatant Activities; 



1, Program planning 

2, Program Implementation 

3« Interpret Right to Read 
planning materials 

4» Work on the Unit Task Force 

5, Develop Work Statement/ 
Propva;U 

6« Develop or identify 

curriculum materials 
» 

7« Needs assessment 
8« Diagnosis /prescription 
9# Identify objectives 
lOt Staff development 



lit Identify alternate approaches 

12, Develop team teaching 

13, Observe classes 

14« Advise on parental 
involvement 

15« Recommend consultants 

16« Budget planning 

17. Evaluation 

18« Liaison with Right to Readi 
Washington, D*C« 

19t Plan for 1973-74 program 

20, No indication of activity 



X 
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0, Patent Involvement 



# Extent of 

Involvement 



# Activities: 

K Unit Task Force 

2* Program planning 

3. Program implementation 

4» Develop materials 

5. Purchase/repair materials 

6. Aides, tutors, volunteers 

7. Advisory council 

8# Workshops, conferences 



High Medium Low No Indication 



9, Reading Is Fundamental 

l6, PTA, open hou8e» other 
traditional meetings 

11, Supplementary activities 

12. Community relations 

13» Information dissemination 

14» No indication 



X 
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Teacher Aidea 

Percentage of Teachers Reporting Aidea 

# Worked in clasarooma 

# Were paid 

# Weres Parent 

Student teacher 

Community organization member 

High school student 

Other 

# Average number of hours aidea worked 
per semester 

# Types of Activities Performed: 
Tutoring students 

Marking tests 
Distributing materials 
Working in small and large groups 
Preparing materials 

Liaison with parents and other outside personnel 
Bus monitoring 

Supervising, recreational activities in or outside 
class 

Classroom maintenance 

Snperxdsing field trips \ 
Other 



100^ i 



100 



20% 



80% 



568 



X 



X 



Teacher rating of aides* effectiveness (figurej indicate number 
of teachers reporting data) 



Very 






Very 


Effective 


Effective 


Ineffective 


Ineffective 


I 


4 
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Program Characteristics 



!• Inservice training : 

# Individuals responsible for training: 

Consultants 

Technical Assistant Team (TAT) members 
Project director 
Reading specialist 
Classroom teacher 
No indication 

# Individuals trained: 

Reading specialist/teacher 

Classroom teachers 

Other staff 

Paraprofessionals 

Parents 

No indication 



• Training areas* 

Learning theory 

Student background and self 
concept 

Language development 
Motor and perceptual skills 
Right to Read Program 

Diagnostic/ prescriptive 
approach 



X 



Instructional approach 

Instructional materials 

Teaching techniques 

Classroom organization and 
management 

Evaluation 

No indication. 



-I Training Methods: 



Group or Individual meetings, seminars, workshops, 
conferences 

School visitations, demonstration teaching, classroom 
observations 

Unlvevilty courses 

Video taping, audio-visiiftls, multi-media 
No indication 

Unit Task Force Activities 

Planning Phase 



Rating o£ helpfulness: 



Very Not No 

Helpful Helpful , Helpful Indication 



ZD 



UTF Members: 



Congultants 

Administrators 

Reading specialist 

Teachers 

Parents 

Others 

No indication 



X 



Frequency of meetings: 



Frequent 


Frequent Infreauent 


Indication 


1 






X 1 
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Types of -Activities: 



Meet with TATs 

Develop proposal or work 
statement 

Needs assessment 

Develop diagnostic/prescriptive 
approach 

Identify objectives 
Gather data 
Complete PPP 



Develop materials 
Inservice training 
Budget 

Information dissemination 
Develop tests 
Evaluation 
No indication 



Implementation Phase 



Rating of Helpfulness: 



UTF members; 



Very Not No 

Helpful Helpful Hi^lpftU Indication 



'2 



Consultants 

Admini<»trators 

Reading specialist 

Teachers 

Parents 

Others 

No indication 



Frequency of Meetings: 



Very 

Frequent fVequent 



No 

Infrequent Indication 

iL__J 
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• Types of Activities: 



Meet with TATs /consultants 




Status and reporting activities 


Develop criteria for student 
Selection or placement 

oiuaeni aiagnosis 

Identify tutors 

Inservico training 

Develop community involvement 
activities 




Record progress 

Serve on special committees 

Review program progress 

Information dissemination 

Evaluation 

No indication 


3. Components of Diagnostic/Prescriptive Approach; 


Individualized prescription 




Supplementary materials 


Identification of student skill levels 




Games, manipulatives 


Teacher observation 




Audio- Visual, Multimedia 


Contracts 




Commercially made programs 


Individualized instruction 




Student grouping 


Progress checklists 




Special classes 


Testing 




Skill sessions 


Review case histories 




Field trips 


Staff conferences 




Reading/language center 


Student /teacher conferences 




Reading specialisti tutors 



Language experience approach 
Basal text instruction 
No indication 
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4* 



Program Location:* 



Reading is taught ad a separate subject 

ReftUing is taught indirectly 
through other subject matter 

Special assistance is provided outside the 
classroom (or students in special need of 
reading help 

No indication 



Mean Number of 
Semester Hours 
Reported per Class 



HO 



100 



60 



5. Student/Teacher Organization: 



Single teacher^-multi-subjects 

Reading specialist (responsible for more 
than one class) 

Team teachers 

Students doing cro»s«*age teaching 

Tutor-specialist 

Tutor-aide 

Other 

No indication 



Mean Number of 
Semester Hours 
Reported per Class 



200 



60 



200 



6. 



Student Organization: 



Individualized reading instruction 
Small groups (5 or fewer students) 
Large groups (6 or more students) 
No indication 



Mean Number of 
Semester Hours 
Reported per Class 



300 



^Information on items four through ten was obtained by asking teachers to report 
on each class ihoy taught^ Total number of classes for which data were reported: 
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7« Clasaroom Language (All Classes Combined): 



Standard English 
Non*Standard English 
Spanish 
French 

American Indian 
language or dialect 

Japanese 
No indication 



Language o£ Instruction Native Language of Students 
(% o£ Time language (% o£ Students Speaking 
Used) . , Language 



100% 



12% 



58 



30 



8« 



Reading Approach: 



Meaning emphasis 
Code emphasis 
Linguistics 
Modified alphabet 
Responsive environment 
Programmed learning 
Individualized reading 
Language experience 
Eclectic or teacher's own 
Other 

No Indication 



Mean Number of 
Semester Hours 
Reported per Class 



120 



20 



120 



20 



20 
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T$chnlque8 Used (or Reading Instruction: 



Machine -based programmed 
instruction 

Other programmed instruction 
Gaming/ simulation 

Instructional TV 
Interactive media 
Intensive involvement 
Discission groups 
Demonstration - performance 
Lecture 
Contracts 

Use of supplementary materials 
Othex 

No indication 



Mean Number of 
Semester Hours 
Repo rted per Class 

40 
80 

0 

4 

0 

6 
44 
92 

0_ 

[ 0^ 

34 

0 
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Classroom Evaluation Procedures: 



Diagnostic reading tests are used with most or 
all students to determine individual reading needs. 

The teacher has formulated or selected 
specific objectives for each student. 

The teacher has formulated or selected 
specific objectivee for the entire class. 

The teacher has developed or identified an 
instrument for measuring attitudes toward reading, 

The teacher has developed or identified an 
instrument for measuring attitudes toward 
reading for the entire class. 

Performance of students is measured in 
terms of objectives set for each individual. 

Performance of students is measured in 
terms of objectives set for the entire class. 

Visible records are kept of class performance. 

Records of each studentU performance are kept 
with respect to each objective. 

Students are kept informed of their progress, 
Students are involved in a elf « evaluation. 
Parents are informed of students^ progress. 



Number of 
Classrooms 
in Which 
Procedure 
Used 



No indication 



Total Funding for 1972-73 school year: $30, OOP 
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J. 



MAJOR FtNDIKOS AND RECOMMENDATIONS REPORTED IN 
1» Project Objectives and Degree oi AccompUahment * 




STUDENT 












Student Behavior 


X 


X 








Student Reading Achievement 












Reading. Related Skills 


X 










TEACHER 
Teacher Competency 












Teacher Attitude 












Teacher Behavior 












PARENT/C0M14UNITY 

Parent/Community 
Involvement 


X 








X 


Parent Attitude 












PROGRAM 
Information Dissemination 












Individualization of 
Instruction 


X 


X 








Innovations 












Inservice Training 












Additional Materials, 
Services or Personnel 













'J'Sites may have indicated program success under "Program Objectives 
and Degree of Accomplishment" or under "Major Findings". The 
reader should refer to both sections for a complete understanding of 
how successful the program was according to data in the sel£*evalud^tion« 
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2. MsifiUM^SA'^ 



lis 



SITE DID NOT CLEARLY STATE FINDINGS X 



A* * 



STUDENT 
Recidin^ Achievement 








l^eftdinfl. Related Skills 








Social Skills 








Attitude 








TEACHER 
Competency 








Attitude 








. Teacher -Student Relations 








Teacher -Staff Relations 








PARENT/COMMUNITY 








Support 


. Involvement 








PROGRAM 
Success of Ins^rvice Training 








Pro^rram Flexibility 








_ Helpfulness of Technical Assistance 








Significant Changes in Reading 
Approach 








Individualization of Instruction 








Value of Assistance from 
1 Aides /Volunteers 









<>Site8 may have indicated program success under ''Major Findings*' or 
mder "Program Objectives and Degree of Accomplishment*'. The 
reader should refer to both sections for a complete understanding of 
h^^ successful the program was according to data in the self-evaluation. 



3i Program Recommendations 

f 

i 

Recommendationd contained within the $6U*evaluation reports 
were categori2ed into the areas listed below, An ''X^^ indicates that 
the site made a recommendation with regard to that particular area^ 

More emphasis on reading-related skills 
Increased emphasis on improving student achievement 
.. Increased emphasis on Improving student attitude 
More remedial help 

Increased effort to involve parents/community 

Increased schooUparent communications 
More staff training 

More emphasis on diagnostic-prescriptive approach 

More emphasis on individualization of instruction 

Expand program within school/ school district 

^ More materials/equipment/personnel 

Increased emphasis on improving teacher competency 

Increased emphasis on improving teacher attitude 

Improved evaluation techniques 

Re^definition of needs 
Improved communication with HEW 

Continued funding 

SITE DID NOT CLEARLY STATE RECOMMENDATIONS 



539 



Schools 3306 



INDIVIDUAL SITE A8SE3$MENt 



Schools^ 
Orados! 



3306 

k^5 



A. School CharactoyisticB 
I 1 . Qebgyuphlc Region 



3. 



A* B 



D E F 



3 



«Stat«fi in this region are; Connecticut, Maine, Mae eachuaetta 
New Hampshire, New Jersey, New York, Puerto Rico, Rhode 
Island, Vermont, Virgin Islands 

Z, Urban* Rural Index 



Urban 


Suburban 


Rural 













Student Population (Total School) 
• Total Reported Enrollment 358 



Total Students in Each Grade Level 

Grade No. of Students Grade No. of Students 



K 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 



51 



41 



53 



53 



75 



85 



7 
8 
9 

10 
11 
12 



Student Ethnicity (Total School) 

American Indian 

Asian 

Blaclc 

Mexican American 
Puerto Rican 
White 
Other 



Percent 



99 



541 



®' Rtght to Read Student Charftcterlstica 



ii Amount of Time In PtogvMni 1972.73 School Year 

2» Number oi' Right to Road Students in Ea ch Grade Level 
W and Ethnic Breakdown 



Qrade 


Total 
No. of 
Studenta 


Percent 


American 
Indian 


Black 


Mexican 
American 


Aeian 

American 


Puerto 
Rican 


White 


Other 


K 


51 












99 




1 


41 








1 




99 




2 


■-■ 53.: 








1 ■ 




, 99 




3 


53 












99 




4 


75 












99 




5 


85 












99 




6 


















7 
















■ 


8 


















9 














n ■ 1 - . * 


.11. J . m-^m^ 


10 






. J 










i 


11 


















12 






































































> 





















c. 



6 



3. 



(fioo Vol. II, V, A fov dot«n6c\ i'Oi-,oi-t) 



dytide Levol 
(Wdllidoil oWy lovols 
for v/lilch data wore 
yopoyiod) 

1 
Z 
3 
4 
5 
6 



Moan Goin per M o nlli St. T>iiV, 



0.9 



1.2 



Overall Moan Gain for School 

(means adjuBtod for differing claes sines) 

Name of Standardized 
Tosl(s) Used 



i'l'Bo 



Right to Road Teacher Characlori sties 

• Total Number iXeportod (13 | 

Mean 

o No. Years Teaching Experience | ' I3' | 



C 2-28 



Sex 



Ethnicity 



No. 

Percent 



Male Fo).T)ale 







fl 


>6 .. 
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Mexican Puerto 



1.4 



1.0 



1.4 



No 



No. 
Percent 

Degree No, 



1 










■ 11 




9 
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BA or BS MA or MS 
10 ) 2 



I 



PhD Other No Indication 



± 



I 



Area of 
Degree 



Job Title 



Human- Fine No Indi. 

gduc Se e Sci ities Arts PhysSci Math Other cation 

1 ' I I I |- 1 r — ^ 

Read Reading Bilingual Multi No 
Spec Teacher Spec Subject Oth er Indication 

» 1 ^ I i 5 — 1 — 6 — r n 



ty^^tA^ , ^, hmor City Urban Suburb an Rural No Indication 
Index I 1 3irr~— I 10 I 1 



•Total number of classes for which achievement data were reported: 10 
**Doo$ not include combined grades 



• Toachor AtUludo Toward Rlpju To HoEid ronluwio 

(figui'os Indlcato number of tonchors rospondlug) No Indicn- 





Excellent 


Good 


Adequate 


Poor 


Very Poor 


in Profjram 


Parent Involve- 
ment , 




8 


1 


1 




2 


In«8orvice 
i rctining 


6 




4 








Reading 
Specialist 


Z 


3 


I 






I 


Instructional 
Materials 


10 


3 











• Teacher Preference Regarding Continuing 
Teach in Right To Read Program next year: 

Yes 

Yesi if changes are . made 

Quoslionablo 

No 

No Response? 
Identification of Project Director 



No; of 
Teacher sj 



12 



District 

s«pt. 


1 

J 

Principal 


Reading 
Speciallftt 


RoadinjY 
Teacher 


Classroom 
Teachor 


Other 


No Title 
Indicated 












X 


■ 1 



Person from the at.\te university 
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mi 



" E, Effeetlven^aiB of Right To Read MftteytaU 

• Program Planning Procedure 

/^^^■■■-,-:^:--^(PPP). 



Very 
Useful 


Useful 


Not 
Useful 


No 

Indication 




X 







{A documont with charts guldln such areas as ' 

paroht Involvement, identification and prioritlEing of student 
needs and objectives i identification of basic reading approaches i 
materlalSi and program organiaatlons. Also supplied information 
on redirection of existing resources to support the new programj 



Ways In which PPP was used in progranu 

Structuring Identification of Identification Listing 



Ongoing No 

Indication 



X 






X 









• 


status and Reporting Center 


Very 
Useful 


Useful 


Not 
Useful 


No 

Indication 




(S and RC) 


X 









(A document with charts guiding the school in community involve 
ment during planning of activities, and liaison with surrounding 
schools and Right to Read, Washington, D. C.) 



Ways in which S and RG was used: 



Program Student /Teacher Task 
Planning Needs Assessment Assignments 


Display 

Program Progress 


Reference 
Source 




X 









rorecast Information No 
Outcomes Dissemination Indication 
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Technical AssUtant Utiliaatlon 

♦ Rating of Helpfulnesas Vety Not No 

Halpful Help£ul Helpful Indication 



technical Assistant Activities j 



It Program planning 

2. Program implementation 

3. Interpret flight to Read 
planning materials 

4. Work on the Unit Task Force 

5. Develop Work Statement/ 
Proposal 

6. Develop or Identify 
curriculum materials * 

7* Needs assessment 

8t Diagnosis/prescription 

9« Identify objectives 

lOi Staff development 



111 Identify alternate approaches 

12, Develop team teaching 

13, Observe classes 

14, Advise on parental 
involvement 

15, Recommend consultants 
16; Budget planning 

17* Evaluation 

18. Liaison with Right to Readi 
Washington* D.C. 

1% Plan for 1973.74 program 

20. No indication of activity 



X 



ERIC 



a, 



Parent Involvement 



t Extent of 

Involvement 



f Activities: 

1, Unit Task Force 

2i Program planning 

3, Program implementation 

4, Develop materials 

5. Purchase/repair materials 

6. AideSi tutors, volunteers 

7. Advisory council 

8, WorkshopSi conferences 



High Medium Low No Indication 



X 



9. Reading is Fundamental 

10. PTA, open house, other 
traditional meetings 

1 1 « Supplementary actlvitle s 

12, Community relations 

13, Information dissemination 

14, No Indication 



ERIC 
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Teacher Aides 



Percentage of Teachers Reporting Aides 

# Worked in classrooms 

# Were paid 

# Were: Parent 

Studeht teacher 

Community organization member 

High school student 

Other 

# Average number of hours aides worked 
per semester 

# Types of Activities Performed: 
Tutoring students 

Marking tests 
Distributing materials 
Working in small and large groups 
Preparing materials 

Liaison with parents and other outside personnel 
Bus monitoring 

Supervising recreational activities in or outside 
class 

Classroom maintenance 
Supervising field trips 
Other 



54^ 



23^ 



289 



X 



X 



X 



X 



X 



X 



X 



X 



Teacher rating of aides* effectiveness (figures* indicate number 
of teachers reporting data) 

Very Very 
Effective Effective Ineffective Ineffective 
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li Program Characteristics 



li Inservlce Training : 

• Individuals responsible for trainings 

Consultants 

Technical Assistant Team (TAT) members 
Project director 
Reading specialist 
Classroom teacher 
No indication 

• Individuals trained: 

Reading specialist/teacher 

Classroom teachers 

Other staff 

Paraprofessionals 

Parents 

No indication 



# Training areas* 

Learning theory 

Student background and self 
concept 

Language development 

Motor and perceptual skills 

Right to Read Program 

Diagnostic / prescriptive 
approach 



X 



Instructional approach 

Instructional materials 

Teaching techniques 

Classroom organization and 
management 

Evaluation 

No indication 
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Training Methods: 



Group or Individual meetings, seminars, workshops, \ 
conferences 

School visitations, demonstration teaching, classroom 
observations 

University courses 

Video taping, audlo-vlsuals, multUmedla 
No Indication 



Unit Task Force Activities 
Planning Phase 



• Rating o£ helpfulness: 


Very Not No 
Helpful Helpful Helpful Indication 










X 



UTF Members: 



Consultants 

Administrators 

Reading specialist 

Teachers 

Parents 

Others 

No indication 



Frequency of meetings: 



Very 






No 


Frequent 


Frequent 


Infrequent 


Indication 




X 
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• Types of Activities: 



Meet with TATs 

Develop propositi or work 
statement 

Needs assessment 

Develop diagnostic /prescriptive 
approach 

Identify objectiv6s 
Gather data 
Complete PPP 



Develop materials 
Inservice training 
Budget 

Information dissemination 
Develop tests 
Evaluation 
No indication 



Implementation Phase 

• Rating of Helpfulness: 



UTF members: 



Very 
Helpful 


Helpful 


Not 

Helpful 


No 

Indication 








X 



Consultants 

Administrators 

Reading specialist 

Teachers 

Parents 

Others 

No indication 



Frequency of Meetings: 



Very 
Frequent 


Frequent 


Infrequent 


No 

Indication 








X 1 
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t t Typed of Activities: 



Meet with TATs /consultants 

Develop criteria for student 
8 election or placement 

Student diagnosis 

Identify tutors 

Inservice training 

Develop community involvement 
activities 



Status and reporting activities 

Record pirogress 

Serve on special committees 

Review program progress 

Information dissemination 

Evaluation 

No indication 



3, Components of Diagnostic/Prescriptive Approachs 



Individualized prescription 
Identification of student skill levels 
Teacher observation 
Cpnt ract8 

Individualized instruction 
Progress checklists 
Testing 

Review case histories 
Staff conferences 
Student/teacher conferences 



X 



Supplementary materials 
Games I manipulatives 
Audio- Visual, Multimedia 
Commercially made programs 
Student grouping 
Special classes 
Skill aebsions 
Field trips ^ 
Reading/language center 
Reading specialist, tutors 
Language experience approach 
Basal text instruction 
No indication 



4. 



Program Locations* 



Reading is taught as a separate subject 

Reading is taught indirectly 
through other subject matter 

Special assistance is provided outside the 
classroom for students in special need o£ 
reading help 

No indication 



Mean Number of 
Semester Hours 
Reported per Class 



152 



108 



69 



5. Studant/Teacher Organization: 



Single teacher--multi-subjects 

Reading specialist (responsible for more 
than one class) 

Team teachers 

Students doing cross«-age teaching 

Tutor-specialist 

Tutor-aide 

Other 

No indication 



Mean Number of 
Semester Hours 
Reported per Class 



272 



15 



144 



152 



14 



6. 



Student Organization: 



Mean Number of 
Semester Hours 
Reported per Class 



Individualized reading instrujbtion 
Small groups (5 or fewer students) 
Large groups (6 or more students) 
No indication 



84 



^Information on items four through ten was obtained by asking teacher k to report 
on each class they taught. Total number of classes for which data were reported; 
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7. Classroom Language (All Classes Combined)* 



Standard English 
Non-Standard English 
Spanish 
French 

American Indian 
language or dialect 

Japanese 
No indication 



Language of Instruction Native Language of Students 
(% of Time Language {% of Students Speaking 
Used) , Language ) 



50% 



50 



45% 



55 



8. 



Reading Approach: 



Meaning emphasis 
Code emphasis 
Linguistics 
Modified alphabet 
Responsive environment 
Programmed learning 
Individualized reading 
Language experience 
Eclectic or teacher's own 
Other 

No indication 



Mean Number of 
Semester Hours 
Reported per Class 



47 



36 



14 



26 



34 



21. 



48 



78 
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Techniques Used for Reading Instruction! 



Machine abased programmed 
Instruction 

Othor programmed Instruction 
Gamlng/slmulatlon 

Instructional TV 
Interactive media 
Intensive Involvement 
Discussion groups 
Demonstration - performance 
Lecture 
Contracts 

Use of supplementary materials 
Other 

No indication 



Mean Number of 
Semester Hours 
Reported per Class 



43 
18 

0 
13 

1 

_ 

28 
_99_ 
8 

24 
72 
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Classroom Evaluation Procedures; 



Diagnostic reading tests are used with most or 
all students to determine Individual reading needs. 

The teacher has formulated or selected 
specific objectives for each student. 

The teacher has formulated or selected 
specific objectives for the entire class. 

Thb teacher has developed or identified an 
instrument for measuring attitudes toward reading, 

The teacher has developed or Identified an 
instrument for measuring attitudes toward 
reading for the entire class « 

Performance of students is measured in 
terms of objectives set for each individual. 

Performance of students U measured in 
terms of objectives set for the entire class. 

Visible records are kept of class performance* 

Records of each student^s performance are kept 
with respect to each objective. 

Students are kept informed of their progress. 
Students are involved in self-evaluation. 
Parents ar^^ informed of students^ progress. 



Number of 
Classrooms 
in Which 
Procedure 
Used 

11 



12 



11 



10 



12 



11 



8 



10 



12 



12 



12 



No indication 



Total Funding for 1972-73 school year; $50|000 
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!• Project Objectives and Degree of AccompllshniBnt * 



Project Objectives 




STUDENT 
Student Attitude ^ 














X 




X 






Mvuaem xxeaQinK ACIilOVOXneilt 


X 




X 








X 




X 






TEACHER 
Teacher Competency 


X 




X 






Teacher Attitude 


X 








Teacher Behavior 


X 










PARENT/COMMUNITY 


Hi 










Parent/Community 
Involvement 


Parent Attitude 


X 






X 




PROGRAM 
Information Dissemination 












Individualizatton of 
Instruction 


X 


X 








Innovations 


X 


X 








Ins er vice Training 












Additional Materials^ 
Services or Personnel 













«Sitee may have indicated program success under "Program Objectives 
and Decree of Accomplishment" or under "Major Findings". The 
reader should refer to both sections for a complete understanding of 
how successful the program was according to data in the self-evaluation. 
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2, Mfcldr Findings' " 



4"^ 

M/M 



STUDENT 








Readlnfl[ -Related Skill e 








Social Skills 








Attitude 








TEACHER 
Competency 
















J, eacner -ottident Keiations 








Teacher -Staff Relations 








PARENT/ COMMUNITY 








Support 


Involvement 








PROGRAM 
Success of Inservice Trainina 








Program Flexibility 








Helpfulness of Technical Assistance 








Significant Changes in Reading 
Approach 








Individualization of Instruction 








Value of Assistance from 
Aides /Volunteers 









SITE DID NOT CLEARLY STATE FINDINGS X 



♦Sites may have indicated program success under "Major Findings" or 
under "Program Objectives ahd'Degree o£ AccomplUhment". The 
reader ihould fefer to both sections for a cottiplate understanding of 
how successful the program wai according to data In the sislf-evaluation. 



3* Program Recommendations 



Recommendations contained within the self-evaluation reports 
were categorized into the areas listed below. An »*X'' indicates that 
the site made a recommendation with regard to that particular area. 

More emphasis on reading-related skills 

Increased emphasis on improving student achievement 

Increased emphasis on improving student attitude 

More remedial help 

^ Increased effort to involve parents/community 

Increased schooI«*parent communications 

^ More staff training 

More emphasis on diagnostic^prescriptive approach 

More emphasis or individualization of instruction 

Expand program within school/ school district 

'More materials/equipment/personnel 

Increased emphasis on improving teacher competency 

^ Increased emphasis on improving teacher attitude 

X Improved evaluation techniques 

Re-definition of needs 

Improved communication with HEW 

Continued funding 

SITE DID NOT CLEARLY STATE RECOMMENDATION'S 

i ' i 
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School: 3402 
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INDIVIDUAL SITE ASSESSMENT 



School; 3402 



Qrados: 1-3 



A. School Cliaractorlstics 
1 . GooRraphic Kogion 



, A B C» D E F 



^States in this region arej Alabama, Florida, Qeorgla, 

clT^u^]!' i'^"*^^*'^' Ml88l8slppi, North Carolina, South 
v^arolina, Tennessoe 



2. 



Urban 


Suburban 


Rural 









^' gt udont Population (Total School) 

Total Reported Enrollment 31 ^ 



Total Students in Each Grade Level 

Grado No. of Students Grade No. of Students 



K 




7 


1 


116 


8 


2 


99 


0, 


3 


96 


10 


4 




11 






12 


6 







Student Ethnicity (Total School) 

American Indian 

AiTian 

Black 

Mexican American 
Puerto Rican 
White 
Other 



Percent 



40 



60 
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B, Right to Read Student Characteristics 



ii Amount 6£ Time In Program? 1972-73 School Year 

2. Number of Right to Read Students in Each Grade Level 
and Ethnic Breakdown 





No. of 


Percent 




American 
Indian 


Black 


Mexican 
American 


Asian 
American 


Puerto 
Kican 


White 


Other 


K 


















1 


lift. 




40 








60 


1 

■ t 


.2 






40 








60 


— -i 

r 


3 


96 




40 








60 


— 1 


4 














I 




5 
















J 


6 
















1 

^ 1 


7 
















i 

♦ 


8 
















■-1 


9 


















10 



















11 


















12 








1 








! 
























> 












* 


















1 


















— 1 

1 
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Reading Gains for School Yoar»5' 

(869 Vol. Ill V» Afor dotailod ropbtt) 



Qrado Levol 
(Includes only lovols 
for which data Nwere 
_ydportod) 

" ■ ■ 2"- 
■ ■ ■ 3 

4 

5 

6 



M^jau Gain per Month St. Dcy, 



1.0 



Overall Mean Gain for School 0.9 
(moans adjusted for difforing claas eizos) 

Name of Standardized . 
Tesl(8) Used CAT 



0.5 



1.0 



0.8 



^» Rifiht to Read Toacher GharActerietics 
. • Total Number Reported 

• Age 

• No. Years Teaching Experience 

• Sex No. 

Percent 



Mean 



Ran^e 

L — 



CUSS! 











100 



Ethnicity 



Degree 

Area of 
Jbegree 



Job Title 



No. 



No. 







, .,2 „, 






,50 



Mexican Puerto No 
mer Rtcan White Other rn dicatioti 
I i 2 ^ 



50 



BA or BS MA or MS 



PhD Other No Indicati on 

I r 



„, Human- Fine No Indl 

No. j^^"°.^Q° Sci Ities Aifts PhveScl Math Other cation 

Read Reading! Bilingual Multl 
»r , Spec T eacher Spec Subject 



Other Ind ication 

T 



Residential No. "tY . "^b^" Suburban Rural No Indlcatlnn_ 
Index ~ — ■ ' — * — j \ _ I ' 
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Total nun^bei: of clasBes for which achievement data were reported! 7 



• Teacher Attitudo Tow.\rd Right To Read Feature's 

(flgui'es indicate number of tofichors responding) No Indicn- 

r^f, ,. tion 01- Not 

EffoctivencaB Included 



Parent Involve- 
ment 

In-service 
Tra.lnlng 

Reading 
Specialist 

Instructional 
Materials 



Ex cellent Good Adoqu uto Poor Very Poor in P ro g ram 







3 






1 






\ 








3 




1 








3 




I 









No; of 
Teachers: 



9 Teacher Preference Regarding Continuing 
Teach in Right To Read Program next year: 

Yes 

Yesi if changes are made 
Questionable 
No 

No Response 
Identification of Project Director 

District Reading Reading Classroom No Title 

Supti Principal Specialist Teacher Teacher Other Indicated 
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& Eff^ctlvenegs of Right To Read M^tetials 

• Program Planning Procedure 
(PPP) 



Very Not No 

Uaeful Useful Useful Indication 



(A document with charts guiding the school in svich areas as 
parent involvement, identification and prlpritieing of student 
heeds tfnd objectives, identification of basic reading approaches, 
material8,and program organieations. Also supplied Information 
on redirection of existing resources to support the new program} 



Ways in which PPP was used in program: 

Structuring Identification of Identification Listing Ongoing No 

and Planning Student/Teacher Needs of Objectives Priorities Eval. Indication 





X 
















Very 






Not 


No 




Status and Reporting Center 


Useful 


Useful 


Useful 


' Indication 


(S and RC) 


























X 






-J 



(A document with charts guiding the school in community involve- 
ment during planning of activities, and liaison with surrounding 
schools and Right to Read, Washington, 15. C.) 



Ways in which S and RC was used: 



Program 
Planning 


Student /Teacher 
Needs Assessment 


Task 

Assignments 


Display 

Program Progress 


Reiterence 
Source 


X 


X 









Torecast Information No i 
Outcomes Dissemination Indication 











i 





Technical Assistant Utilization 



Very 




Not 


No 


Helpful 


Helpful 


Helpful 


Indication 








X 1 



Technical Asaifitant Activities: 



1, Program planning 

2* Program implementation 

3, Interpret Right to Read 
planning materials 

4i Work on the Unit Task Force 

5, Develop Work Statement/ 
Proposal 

6« Develop or identify 
curriculum materials 

7« Needs assessment 

8, Diagnosis /prescription 

9, Identify objectives 
10, Staff development 



11, Identify alternate approaches 

12, Develop team teaching 

13, Observe classes 

14i Advise on parental 
involvement 

15» Recommend consultants 

16« Budget planning 

17, Evaluation 

18. Liaison with Right to Read, 
Washington, D, C. 

19* Plan for 1973-74 program 

20. No indication of activity 
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G» Parent Involvement 



# Extent of 
involvement 

• Activities: 

1. Unit Task Force 

2. Program planning 

3. Program implementation 

4. Develop materials 

5. Purchase/repair materials 

6. Aides, tutors, volunteers 
7» Advisory council 

8, Workshops, conferences 



High Medium Lov/ No Indication 



9. Reading is Fundamental 

JO. PTA, open house, other 
traditional meetings 

!!• Supplementary activities 

12. Community relations 

13. Information dissemination 

14. No indication 
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H» Teacher Aides 

Percentage of Teachers Reporting Aides 

• Worked in classroonis 

• Were paid 

• Were: Parent 

Student teacher 

Community organization member 

High school student 

Other 

• Average number of hours aides worked 
per semester 

• Types of Activities Performed: 
Tutoring students 

Marking tests 

Distributing materials 

Working in small and large groups 

Preparing materials 

Liaison with parents and other outside personnel 
Bus monitoring 

Supervising recreational activities in or outside 
class 

Classroom maintenance 
Supervising field trips 
Other 



50 



574 



X 



X 



X 



X 



X 



X 



X 



X 



X 



X 



Teacher rating of aides* effectiveness (figure^B indicate number 
of teachers reporting data) 



Very 






Very 


Effective 


Effective 


Ineffective 


Ineffective 


3 


1 







ERIC 



568 



■ 



I. 



Program Characteristics 



1« Inservlce Trainlnf^ r 

• Individuals responsible for training: 
Consultants 

Technical Assistant Team (TAT) members 
Project director 
Reading specialist 
Classroom teacher 
No indication 



Individuals trained: 



Reading specialist/teacher 

Classroom teachers 

Other staff 

Paraprofessionals 

Parents 

No indication 



# Training areas* 

Learning theory 

Student background and self 
concept 

Language development 

Motor and perceptual skills 

Right to Read Program 

Diagnostic/ iyi'escriptive 
approach 



X 
X 



Instructional approach 

Instructional materials 

Teaching techniques 

Classroom organization and 
management 

Evaluation 

No indication 
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# Training Methods: 



Group or Individual meetings, semlnarSi workshopSi 
conferences 

School visitations, demonstration teachingi classroom 
observations 

University courses 

Video taping, audio-visuals, multi-media 
No indication 



X 



I. 



Unit Task Force Activities 



Planning Phase 



• Rating of helpfulness: 



Very Not No 

Helpful Helpful Helpful Indication 



# UTF Members: 



Consultants 

Administrators 

Reading specialist 

Teachers 

Parents 

Others 

No indication 



• Frequency of meetings; 



Very 






No 


Frequent 


Frequent 


Infrequent 


Indication 






X 





ERIC 



• Typos >£ Activities: 



Meet with TATs 

Develop proposal or work 
statement 

Needs assessment 

Devc?lop diagnostic/prescriptive 
approach 

Identify objectives 
Gather data 
Complete PPP 



Develop materials 
Inservice training 
Budget 

Information dissemination 
Develop tests 
Evaluation 
No indication 



Implementation Phase 

• Rating of Helpfulness: 



Very 




Not 


No 


Helpful 


Helpful 


Helpful 


Indication 




X 







UTF members: 



Consultants 

Administrators 

Reading specialist 

Teachers 

Parents 

Others 

No indication 



Frequency of Meetings; 



Very 

Frequent F!requent 



Infrequent 



No 

Indication 
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# Types of Activities: 



Meet with TAT s /consultants 

Develop criteria for student 
soluction or placement 

Student diagnosis 

Identify tutors 

Inservice training 

Develop community involvement 
activities 



Status and reporting activities 

Record progress 

Serve on special committees 

Review program progress 

Information dls s eminatlon 

Evaluation 

No indication 



i. Components of Diagnostic/Prescriptive Approach: 



Individualized prescription 
Identification of student skill levels 
Teacher observation 
Cont racts 

Individualized instruction 
Progress checklists 
Testing 

Review case histories 

Staff conferences 

Student /teacher conferences 



Supplementary materials 
GameSi manipulatives 
Audio- Visual, Multimedia 
Commercially made programs 
Student grouping 
Special classes 
Skill sessions 
Field trips 

Heading/language center 
Reading speciallsti tutors 
Language experience approach 
Basal text instruction 
No indication 
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4. 



Progiram Location;* 



Reading is taught as a separate subject 

Reading ik taught Indirectly 
through other subject matter 

Special assistance is provided outside the 
classroom for students in special need of 
reading help 

No indication 



Moan Number of 
Semester Hours 
Reported per Class 



148 



13 



5, 



Student /Teacher Organization: 



Single teacher--multi-subjects 

Reading specialist (responsible for more 
than one class) 

Team teachers 

Students doing cro6s**age teaching 

Tutor-specialist 

Tutor-aide 

Other 

No indication 



Mean Number of 
Semester Hours 
Reported per Class 



107 



0 



158 



6. 



Student Organization: 



Individualized reading instruction 
Small groups (5 or fewer students) 
Large groups (6 or more students) 
No indication 



Mean Number of 
Semester Houx s 
Reported per Class 



31 



38 



'^Information on items four through ten v/as obtained by asking teachers to report 
on each class they taught. Total number of classes for which data were reported ; 4 
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7. Classroom Language {All Classes Combined)^ 



Standard English 
Non-Standard English 
Spanish 
French 

American Indian 
language or dialect 

Japanese 
No indication 



Language o£ Instruction 
(% o£ Time Language 
Used) 



100 % 



Native Language of Students 
(% of Students Speaking 
Language 



83 % 



17 



8. 



Reading Approach: 



Meaning emphasis 
Code emphasis 
Linguistics 
Modified alphabet 
Responsive environment 
Programmed learning 
Individualized reading 
Language experience 
Eclectic or teacher's own 
Other 

No indication 



Mean Number of 
Semester Hours 
Reported per Class 
1 



54 



20 



11 



82 
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Techniques Used for Reading Instruction: 



Machine- based programmed 
■ Instruction 

Other programmed Instruction 

Gaming/simulation 

Instructional TV 

Interactive media 

Intensive involvement 

Discussion groups 

Demonst ration - pe rformanc e 

Lecture 

Contracts 

Use of supplementary materials 
Other 

No indication 



Mean Number of 
Semester Hours 
Reported per Class 



4 

0 
0 
8 
"~0 

11 

11 
0 

28 
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Clasdroom Evaluation Procedures: 



Diagnostic reading tests are used with most or 
all students to determine individual reading needs. 

The teacher has formulated or selected 
specific objectives for each student. 

The teacher has formulated or selected 
specific objectives for the entire class. 

The teacher has developed or identified an 
instrument for measuring attitudes toward reading. 

The teacher has developed or identified an 
instrument for measuring attitudes toward 
reading for the entire class* 

Performance of students is measured in 
terms of objectives set for each individual. 

Performance of students is measured in 
terms of objectives set for the entire class. 

Visible records are kept of class performance » 

Records of each student*s performance are kept 
with respect to each objective. 

Students are kept informed of their progress. 
Students are involved in self-evaluation. 



Number of 
Classrooms 
in Which 
Procedure 
Used 



Parents are informed of students' progress. 
No indication 



Total Funding for 1972-73 school year: $40, OOP 



576 



J. MAJOR FINDINGS AND RECOMMENDATIONS REPORTED IN 
PROJECT SEL^-EVALUAT!6N 



1. Project Objectives and Decfree of Accompli shment * 




STUDENT 
Student Attitude 


V 
A 


V 
A 








Student Behd^vint* 


V 


V 
A 








Studetit ReadincT Achteveitient 


V 
A 


V 
A 








Reading. Related Skills 








X 




TEACHER 
Teacher Competency 


X.. 








X 


Teacher Attitude 












Teacher Behavior 












PARENT/COMMUNITY 

Parent/Community 
Involvement 


X 




X 






Parent Attitude 












PROGRAM 
Information Dissemination 












Individualization of 
Instruction 












Innovations 












Inservice Training 












Additional Materials, 
Services or Personnel 













<*Site$ may have indicated prograun success under '^Program Objectives 
and Degree of Accomplishment" or under ^'Major Findings'^ The 
reader should refer to both sections for a complete understanding of 
how successful the program was according to data in the self-devaluation. 
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mm 



Major Area 




s 


JTUDENT 

Reading Achievement 


X 






Reading -Related SkllU 




X 




Social SkllU 


X 






Altitude 


X 






TEACHER 
Competency 










Attitude 








Teacher -Student Relatione 


X 








Teacher -Staff Relations 








I 


^ARENT/COMMUNITY 
Support 








Involvement 








PROGRAM 
Succeas of Inservlce Tralnlnfi 


X 








Program Flexibility 


X 








Helpfulness of Technical Assistance 








Significant Changes in Reading 
Approach 








Individualization of Instruction 








Value of Assistance from 
Aides /Volunteers 









SITE DID NOT CLEARLY STATE FINDINGS 



'I'Sites may have indicated program succees under "Major Findings'Vor 
, under "Program Objectives and Degree of Accomplighment". The 

ifeader should refer to both sections for a complete understanding of 
; how successful the program was according to data lii the self-evaluation. 
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3r Program Recommendatlo na 



Recommendatlone contained within the aeU^evaluation roporta 
were categorized into the areas listed below. An ^•X*^ indicates that 
the site made a recommendation with r*gavd to that partlcu 

More emphasis on readlng^related skills 

Increased emphasis on improylng student achievement 

Increased emphasis on Improving etudent attitude 

More remedial help 

X Increased effort to involve parente/community 

^_X Increased schooUparent communications 

^ ^ More staff training 

: ; More emphasis on diagnostlc-prescriptive approach 

^ More emphasis on individualiasatlon of Instruction 

Expand program within schopl/school district 

More materials/equipment/personnel 
Increased emphasis on improving teacher competency 
Increased emphasis on Improving teacher attitude 
Improved evaluation techniques 
^ Re-definitlon of needs 

Improved communication with HEW 
Continued funding 

SITE DID NOT CLEARLY STATE RECOMMENDATIONS 
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School! 3801 
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INDIVIDUAL SITE ASSESSMENT 



Schools 3801 



Orados: 1-6 



School Charactori&tlcB 
1. Geographic Region 



3. 



A B C D E F * 

-T I I la 



♦States In this region arej Alaska, Idaho, Guam, Nevada, 
Oregon, Washingtcn 



Urban-. Rural Index 
Urban 



Suburban 



Rural 



Student Population (Total School) 
♦ Total Reported Enrollment 



Total Students in Each Grade Level 

Grade No. of Students Grade No. of Students 



K 
1 

2 

•» 

4 

6 
6 



71 



73 



67 



85 



84 



7 
8 

10 
11 
12 



91 



Sttidont Ethnicity (Total School) 

American Indian 

Asian 

Black 

Mexican American 
Puerto Rican ' 
White 
Other 



Percent 
3 



96 
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Br Riftht to Read Student Characteristlcis 



1. Amount of time In Program', 1972-73 School Year 

2. >}un)ber o£ Right to Read Students In Each Grade Level 
and Ethnic Breakdown 



Grade 


Total 

Ma e%( 

llQ* Of 

Students 


Percent 


American 
Indian 


Black 


Mexican 
American 


Asian 
American 


Puerto 
Rlcan 


White 


Other 


K 


















1 




— ^ 










100 




2 


30 












100 




3 


33 




3 








97 




4 


30 












100 




5 


33 


3 










97 




6 


32 








3 




97 


7 


















8 


















9 


















10 


















11 


















12 
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3. 



Reading Qalno for 1972-73 .S'^hool YciU"!' 
(boo Vol. 11, V, A for dotull id report) 



Qrado Lovol 
(includes only lovolfi 
for which data woro 
roportod) 

1 
Z 
3 
4 
5 
6 



Mean Gain per Month St. Dev. 



1. •. 



2.3 



-.0 



1.8 



Overall Moan Gain for School 2. 0 

(moans adjusted for. differing class slaes) 

Name of Standardized 

Test(s)lJaed SAT 



C. Right to Read Teacher Characteristics 
• Total Number Reported 



cm 

Moan 



Range 



Sex 



No* 
Percent 



Male Fomalo 









1 10. 




9P , 



Ethnicity 



0. 5 



1.0 



0.8 



1.1 



1.0 



1.0 



• l7iO ili^ 

• No. Years Teaching Experience [ | 1' - J^ f ^^43'/' ' ^ 



] 



Degree 

Area of 
Degree 



No* 

Percent 

Wo. 



Mexican Puerto No 
Amr Ind Asian Black Affier Rican W hite Other Indication 

-r—rjipi— 



BA or BS MA or M S 



I 



PhD Other No Indication 



Human- Fine No Indi. 

Educ Soc Sci ities Arts PhysSci Math Other cat ion 

il8 I I I I I 1 I 1 1 1 

Read Reading Bilingual Multi No 
Spec Teacher Spec Subject Other Indication 
Job Title No. ; 2 I 1 | | 16 I 1 I | 

I nner City Urban Sub urban Ru ral No Indication 

Residential No. p 1 j 1 | — Te 1 2 I ~' 

Index ' ' — ' ' ■ 



Total number of classes for which achievement data were reported: 



• Tdachor AtUtudo Towavd Right To Read Features 

(figures indicate number of toachors responding) No IndtcM" 

Effoctiveness 51°'; 7 
Inducted 





Excollont 


Good 


Ad<.^uato 


Poor 


Very Poor 


in Program 


Parent Involve- 
ment 


6 


7 


4 






3 


In-service 
Training 


I 


.9. 


4 


1 




_§ _i 


Reading 
Specialist 


8 


10 . 


1 


I 






Instructional 
Materials 


6 


11 


2 


1 







D. 



# Teachor Preference Regarding Continuing <o 
Teach in Right To Read Program next year: 

Yes 

Yes, if changes are made 

Questionable 

No 

No Response 
Identification of Project Director 



No; of 
Teachers: 



15 



District 
Supt- 


Principal 


Reading 
Specialist 


Reading 
Teacher 


Classroom 
Teacher 


Other 


No Title 
Indicated 




X 













584 



ilii 



Effectlvenes$ of Right To Read Ktateriala 

• Program Planning Procedure 
(PPP) 



Very Not No 

Uaeful Useful Useful Indication 



[ 



X 



HZ] 



(A document with charts guiding the school in such areas as 
parent invclvement, identification and prloritlaing of student 
^^uiJ ^^i'w *^«""ficatlon of basic reading ikpproac^ 
on redirection of existing resources to support tWe new program} 

. Ways In which PPP was used in programi 
}^ Structuring Identification of 



X 



Identification Listing Ongoing No 
of Objectives Priorities EvaL InrfiraHnn 











Very 



Not 



No 



{$ a Ad RC) 





X 







iiff * "^^^^ f^*'*/ the school in community Involve - 

frtlu^^^ fi^^ur^^S of activities, and liaison with surrounmnT 
schools and Right to Read. Washington, D* C.) "^^^ ""^aing 

Ways in which $ and RC was used: 

Program Student/Teacher Task Dianlav «/ 

punning Need, A..,.sn,en. As.lgnm.nt. pJo^m Progress S^'^cT" 



X 



Forecast Information 
Outcomes Dissemination 


No 

Indication 
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F* Technical AssUtant OtUtzattoA 

• Rating of He Ipfulneasi Very Not No 

Helpful Helpful Helpful Indication 



X 



Technical AesUtant Activities! 



1. 
3. 

5. 



7* 
8. 

10. 



Program planning 

Program in^lementatlon 

Interpret Right to Read 
planning materials 

Work on the Unit Task Force 

Develop Work Statement/ 
Proposal 

Develop or Identify 
curriculum materials 

Needs assessment 

Diagnosis / pre sc rlptlon 

Identify objectives 

Staff development 



X 



11. Identify alternate approaches 

1 2. Develop team teaching 

13. Observe classes 

14. Advise on parental 
Involvement 

15. Recommend consultants 

16. Budget plamilng 

17. Evaluation 

18. Liaison with Right to Read, 
Washington, D.C. 

19. Plan for 1973«74 program 

20. No Indication of activity 
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Q« Parent Involvement 

• Extent o£ 
Involvement 

• Activities: 

1. Unit Task Force 

2. Program planning 

3* Program Implementation 

4. Develop materials 

5. Purchase/repair materials 

6. Aides, tutors, volunteers 

7. Advisory council 

8. Workshops, conferences 



High Medium Low No Indication 
X 



9. Reading Is Fundamental 

10» PTA, open house, other 
traditional meetings 

11* Supplementary activities 

1 Z, Community relation s 

13; Information dissemination 

14; No Indication 
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Teachet* Aided 



Percentage of Teacher d He porting Aides 

* Worked in clad Brooms 

• Were paid 

• Werej Parent 

Student teacher 

Community organissation member 

High school student 

Other 

t Average number of hours aides worked 
per semester 

# Types of Activities Performed: 
Tutoring students 

Marking tests 

Distributing materials 

Working in small and large groups 

Preparing materials 

Liaison with parents and other outside personnel 
Bus monitoring 

Supervising recreational activities in or outside 
class 

Classroom maintenance 
Supervising field trips 
Other 



82 



14 



77 



14 



94 



X 



X 



X 



Teacher rating of aides* effectiveness (figures' indicate number 
of teachers reporting data) 



Very 






Very 


Effective 


Effective 


Ineffective 


Ineffective 


11 


7 
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Prop.ram Characteristics 



Inscrvice Trainin g; 

• Individuals responsible for training: 

Consultants 

Technical Assistant Team (TAT) members 
Project director 
Reading specialist 
Classroom teacher 
No indication 

♦ Individuals trained: 

Reading specialist/teacher 

Classroom teachers 

Other staff 

Paraprofessionals 

Parents 

No indication 



# Training areas* 

Learning theory 

Student background and self 
concept 

Language development 

Motor and perceptual skills 

Right to Read Program 

Diagnostic/ prescriptive 
approach 



Instructional approach 

Instructional materials 

Teaching techniques 

Classroom organization and 
management 

Evaluation 

No indication 



ERIC 
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Training Methods: 

Qfoup or Individual meetings, sentinars, workshops, 
conferences 

Scti<><>l visitations, demonstration teaching, classroom 
observations 

University courses 

Videotaping, audio -visuals, multi-media 
No indication 



X 



X 



Unit Task Force Activities 

Planning Phas e 

• RatlBg of helpfulness: 



Very 



Not 



No 



1 






X 



# UTF Members: 



Consultants 

Adnainifttrators 

Reading specialist 

Teachers 

Parents 

Others 

No indication 



X 



Frequency of meetings: 



Very No 
rrequent Frequent Infreaueiit Indication 
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• Types of Activities: 

Jyieet with TAT s 

ili i Develop proposal or work 
f statement 



Needs assessment 

Develop diagnostic/prescriptive 
approach 

Identify objectives 
Gather data 
Complete PPP 



X 



Implementation Phase 

• Rating of Helpfulness: 



Develop materials 
Inservice training 
Budget 

Information dissemination 
Develop t^sts 
Evaluation 
No indication 



X 



2i 

X 



X 



Very Not No 
Helpful Helpful Helpful Indiratin« 








X 1 



UTF members: 



Consultants 

Administrators 

Reading specialist 

Teachers 

Parents 

Others 

No indication 



Frequency of Meetings: 



Very 

Frequent Frequent 



No 



Infrequent Indication 



ERIC 
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# Types of ActlvlUesi 



I Moot with TAts/coneuUants 

:povolop crltoria for studont 
seloction or placement 

Studont diagnosis 

Identify tutors 

Inservlce training 

Dovolop community involvement 
activities 



Status and reporting activities 

{Record progress 

Serve on special committees 

Review program progress 

Information dissemination 

Evaluation 

No indication 



3. Components of Diagnostic /Prescriptive Approach; 



Individualized prescription 
Identification of student sklll levels 
Teacher observation 
Contracts 

Individualized instruction 
Progress checklists 
testing 

Review case histories 
Staff conferences 
Student/teacher conferences 



X 



Supplementary materials 
Games; manlpulatiyes 
Audio- Visual, Multimedia 
CommerclaUy made programs 
Student grouping 
Special classes 
SkiU sessions 
Field trips 

Reading/language center 
Reading apeclallsti tutors 
Language experience approach 
Basal text Instruction 
No Indication 



4. 



Program Location?* 



Reading Id taught as a separate subject 

Reading is taught indirectly 
through other subject matter 

Special assistance is provided outside the 
classroom for students in special need of 
reading help 

No indication 



Mean Number of 
Semester Hours 
Reported per Class 



101 



72 



81 



5. Student/Teacher Orgahiaation: 



Single teacher--multi-subject8 

Reading specialist (responsible for more 
than one class) 

Team teachers 

Students doing cross -age teaching 

Tutor -specialist 

Tutor -aide 

Other * 

N) indication 



Mean Number of 
SemeStor Hours 
Reported per Class 



35 



11 



0 



6. 



Student Organization: 



Individualized reading instruction 
Small groups (6 or fewer students) 
Large groups (6 or more students) 
No indication 



Mean Number of 
Semester Hours 
Reported per Class 



M 



•. information on Items four through ten was obtained by askina teachers to renoft 

each class they taught. Total number of classes for wh?ch data were rep^rJedt 22 



7« Classroom Language (All Classed Combined)' 



Standard English 
Non->Standard English 
Spanish 
French 

American Indian 
language or dialect 

Japanese 
No indication 



Language of Instruction Native Language of Students 
{% of Time Language (% of Students Speaking 
Used) , ^ Language 



100% 



8. 



Reading Approach: 



Meaning emphabis 
Code emphasis 
Linguistics 
Modified alphabet 
Responsive environment 
Programmed learning 
Individualized reading 
Language experience 
Eclectic or teacher* s own 
Other 

No indication 



Mean Number of 
Semester Hours 
Reported per Class 



24 



13 



10 



10 



22 



36 



11 



12 
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Techniques Uaed for Reading Instructions 



Machine > based programmed 
Instruction 

Other programmed Instruction 
Gamlng/simulatlon 

Instructional TV 
Interactive media 
Intensive involvement 
Discussion groups 
Demonstration - pe rformance 
Lecture 
Contracts 

Use of supplementary materials 
Other 

No indication 



Mean Number of 
Semester Hours 
Reported per Class 



16 
31 
9 

.5 

5 
JO 
27 
6 
8 

22 
1 
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10« Classroom Evaluation Proceduredt 



Diagnostic reading tests are used with most or 
all students to determine individual reading needs. 

The teacher has formulated or selected 
specific objectives, for each student. 

The teacher has foVmulatod or selected 
specific obJectives|for the entire class. 

The teacher has developed or identified an 
instrument for measuring attitudes toward reading, 

The teacher has developed or identified an 
instrument for measuring attitudes toward 
reading for the entire class. 

Performance of students is measured in 
terms of objectives set for each individual. 

Performance of students is measured in 
terms of objectives set for the entire class. 

Visible records are kept of class performance » 

Records of each student's performance are kept 
with respect to each objective* 

Students are kept informed of their progress. 
Students are involved in self-evaluation. 
Parents are Informed of students* progress. 
No indication 



Number of 
Classrooms 
in Which 
Procedure 
Used 

20 

il 
14 



14 



14 



17 



10 



11 



13 



21 



18 



21 



11 



Total Funding for 1972*73 school year: $30| OOP 
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1. Project Objectives and Degree of Accompltshnnent * 



Degree of 
Accomi>li8hxnent 



Project Objectives 




STUDENT 
Student Attitude 


X 


X 






? 


Student Behavior 












Student Reading; Achieveirient 


X 




X 






Reading. Related Skills 


X 








X 


TEACHER 
Teacher Competency 


X 








X 


Teacher Attitude 












Teacher Behavior 


X 








X 


PARENT/COMMUNITY 


X 


X 








Parent/Community 
Involvement 


Parent Attitude . 












PROGRAM 
Information Dissemination 


X 


X 








Individualization of 
Instruction 


X 


X 








Innovations 












Inservice Training 












Additional Materials, 
Services or Personnel 













'^Sites may have indicated program succeed under "Program Objectives 
and Degree of Accomplishment'* or under ''Major Findings"* The 
reader should refer to both sections for a complete understanding of 
how successful the program was according to data in the self-evaluation. 



?S 2. Maioir Findings^ 



Major Area 




STUDENT 
Reading Achievement 


X 






Readtns- Related Skills 


X 
















V 
A 






Competency 








Attitude 








teacher^Student Relations 








Teacher-Staff Relations 








PARENT/COMMUNITY 
Support 








Involvement 


X 






PROGRAM 
Success of Inservice Training 








Pr ocram Flexibility 








Helpfulness of Technical Assistance 








Significant Changed in Reading 
Approach 








Individualization of Instruction 


X 






Value of Assistance from 
Aides /Volunteers 









SITE DID NOT CLEARLY STATE riNDINGS 



<<Site9 may have indicated program success under "Major Findings" or 
under "Program Objectives and Degree of Accomplishment", The 
i^eader should refer to both sections for 4 complete understanding of 
hov/ successful the program was according to data in the self-evaluation. 



ERIC 
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3i Program Recommendations 



Recommendations contained within the self-evaluation reports 
were categorized into the areas listed below. An "X" indicates that 
the site made a recommendation with regard to that particular area. 

More emphasis on reading-related skills 

Increased emphasis on improving student achievement 

» Increased emphasis on improving student attitude 

. More remedial help 

, ,,, Increased effort to involve pa rents /community 
.., „ Increased school -parent communications 
More staff training 

More emphasis on diagnostic-prescriptive approach 

More emphasis on individualization of instruction 

Expand program within school/school district 

More materials/equipment/persdnnel 

Increased emphasis on improving teacher competency 

Increased emphasis on improving teacher attitude 

X Improved evaluation techniques 

Re-definition of needs 

Improved communication with HEW 

Continued funding 

SITE DID NOT CLEARLY STATE RECOMMENDATIONS 
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INDIVIDUAL SITE ASSESSMENTS 



A major purpose of the 1972-73 evaluation of echool-based Right 
to Read sites was to provide a comprehensive description of the reading 
program at each school. Volume III (Parts 1, 2, and 3) deecribea 
reading program in terms of school, student, and teacher character- 
istics. Additionally, all program variables that characterize each site 
are reported here. Where appropriate, these variables are described in 
terms of the extent to which each site included them and an aesessment of 
their contribution to the success of the program is indicated. 

The Right to Read Office also required each schooUbased site par- 
ticipating in CRVs assessment to conduct an evaluation of its own project. 
In conjunction with the Right to Read Office. CRI developed an outline (in- 
cluded in Appendix B) to guide each site in this self-evaluation and to 
assure the assessment and reporting of critical program components that 
would not otherwise be included in this Final Report due to lack of infor* 
mation. 

Data found in the self-evaluations are used extensively in Volume III. 
Section J, reports information related to major outcomes identified in 
the self -evaluations. These are Objectives and Degree of Fulfllknent, 
Major Findings, and Recommendations, 

For reader ease and to include a maximum number of data as con- 
cisely as possible, information in this voltune is provided in outline form. 
Program characteristics are accompanied by statistics that reflect total- 
school information. A description of the Right to Read Program at each 
school requires approximately twenty pages using this format. Colored 
dividers, separating each school from the preceding one, contain the 
code number of the school being described in the following pages. AU 
though information is provided to indicate the general location of each 
school, full identification of the schools in this sample is possible only 
by means of the key CRI has provided the Right to Read Office. 
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School'. 3901 



fiiiliii 



:3 
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INDIVIDUAL SITiE ASSESSMENT 



Schools 3901 



Qrades: Pre-K-4 



School CharacterlsUcfi 
1. Qeographlc Rogion 



3. 



A B» C D E F 



*Mtrt?.lV^M/Jf ^V?" Delaware, IlUnola, Indiana, 
Virg^Sa ^ ^ * Pennsylvania, Virginia, West 

2, Urban. Rural Index 



Urban 


Suburban 


Rural 










X 



Student Population (Total School) 
Total Reported Enrollment 424 



Total Students in Each Grade Level 

Grade No. of Students Grade No. of Students 



K 


61 


• 7 


1 


85 


8 


2 


65 


9 


3 


87 


10 


4 


83 


11 


5 




12 


6 




- Pre-K 



43 



Student Ethnicity (Total School) 

American Indian 

Asian 

Black 

Mexican American 
Puerto Rican 
White 
Other 



Percent 



0.5 



0.5 



93 
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: B« Right t> Read Student Chayactertatics 

!• Amount of Time in Program: 1972-73 School Year 

2« Number of Right to Read Students in Each Grade Level 
and Ethnic Breakdown 



Grade 


Total 


Percent 


No. of 
Students 


American 
Indian 


Black 


Mexican 
American 


ABian 
American 


Puerto 
Rican 


White 


Other 


K 


61 




5 






1 


94 




1 


85 




7 








93 




2 


65 




9 




1 




90 




3 


87 




5 








95 




4 


83 




6 








94 




5 


















6 


















7 


















8 
















* 


9 


















10 
















i 


11 


















12 


















Pre-K 


43 




11 








89 



























































ilf:-:^3,: 



c. 



'ml 



HoiuHnfi Oiiinn fov m/.-fi School Voaj<« 
(«oo Vo), 1), V, A fov (U.l{iilo(l vojn>vl:) 



Gvixlo ho vol 
l(hicluclOB only lovolu 
tpv whlcl) dai n woi'o 
iro poyl cd) 



M.^!/','? poy Month St. Do v. 





1 








2 . ■ 


2.2 






3 ■• • 


1.2 


1.0 




4 




1.0 












6 

*• 








0 Ovovall Moan Gain for School 




1.2 




(iiioans adjuBtcd Xor differing class si«o8)' 





Name of Siandavdizod 
Tost(s) llBo.d 



Mi fM to Ro ad Tcachor Chavactorifetics 
<> Total Number Heporlod 



MAT 



o No. Years Teaching Expo rxonco 



I 14 J 

Mean 



Sox 



Ethnicity 



Male 



No. 

Percent 



F en^ulp 



No 



Mexican Puerto 
Amrind At;ian Black Ainer Rican Y/hito Other hidicaticn 

14 



1 



BA or BS MA or MS 

ZE 



P hD O ther No hidi cation 

n-2 — 1 — 



3 



No. 

Percent 

Degree No. 

Human- Fine No Ind; 
Area of E duc Soc Sci itioo A rts PhysScl Math Other catioj 
Degree No. FlZ I | 1 | ' 1 ' p— 1 

Read Heading Bilingual Multi No 

Spec Teacher Spec Su bject Other Indi cation 

Job Title No. r i L I j ^---^——^ — - j 

^ . . Inner City Urban Suburban Rural No Indication 

Rosidcntial No. | \ & r~K T"" ' 1 

Index ' ' ^ "-^ 



Total number of classes for which achievement data were reported: 



10 



6 V'oacho; Atllludo 'J*<»\vav(l Hi/'Jit 'J'o Ko(u) VciJwJv/M 
(flf;u)'oo Indicates )nnnh^.!r of U-acliovis vc.tij^oiiditif,) 



E>:cc;))cnt Good Atlocjnaj a 1 V.w>r V o r y Poo r 



Parent Involve- 
ment 


5 


2 


5 


In-BorvJoo 
Training 


4 


10 




RcacUng 
Specialist 


7 


7 




lubli'uctional 
Materials 


8 


4 


2 



Ku Jndica- 
tioj) ()); Not 

in r')'0{;rj»jv) 



No: of 



0 Teacljcr Proferencc Uo{.>avdin{', Co)>linuhij; U> 
Teach iu Uifjht To Rend Progviun next your: 

Vos 

Yog, if changccs arc made 
Questiojiublo 
No 

\ ' No Ke£ipc)n?io 

Id e )j 1 j f i cat i o >^ o f Projoct Diroc.lor 

Pi strict Reading Uoadinj^ Clafsbvoom No Title 

Su i> t . Princ 5 ) Spc oi n ) i f j 1 T e a c be: v Tea oh c v O t h c j r h ul5 cj c d 



I [ ].JL-... 
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E> Efffectiveness of Rlnht To Read Materials 

• PrograJT) Planning Procedure 
(PPP) 



Very 
Usoful 


Uaoful 


Not 
Usoful 


No 

Indication 


X 









(A document With cliartfi guiding tho school in such areaa as 
parent invoivomonti idontKicallon and prioritising of sludont 
needs and objoctlvcs, idontificalion of basic reading approaches, 
materialsi and program organisations. Also supplied information 
on redirection of existing resources to support the new program) 

Ways in which PPP was used in program: 

Structuring Identification of Identification Listing Ongoing No 

and Planning Student/ Teacher Needs of Objoctiyos Priorities Eval. Indication 



Very 



Not 



No 



(S and RC) 



Useful Useful Useful Indication 


X 









(A document with charts guiding the school In community involve 
ment during planning of activities, and liaison with surrounding 
schools and Right to Rean» Washington, D, Cj 

Ways in which S and RC was used; 

program Student /Teacher Task Display Reference 

Planning Needs Assessment Assignments Program Progress Source 



X 



Forecast Information No 
Outcomes Dissemination Indication 



y. Technical Afi«istant Utill>:-t«tion 



Vol'/ 




Not 


No 


Helpful 


Helpful 


lloipful 


IiuUcation 








. , 1 



Technical Afisistant Activities: 



1. Program planning 

2. Program Implomentation 

Interpret Right to Read 
planning materials 

4» Work on the Unit Task Force 

5t Develop Work Statement/ 
Proposal 

6« Develop or Ic'ontiJCy 
curriculum materials 

Needs assessment 

8# Diagnosis / pre scription 

9« Identify objectives 

10, Staff development 



X 



11. Identify altcrjiate approaches 

12* Develop team teaching 

13, Observe clacscs 

14» Advise on parental 
involvement 

15. Recommend conyultants 

16. Budget planning 

17. Evaluation 

18* Liaison v/ith Right to Read, 
Washington, D*C. 

19. Plan for 1973^74 program 

20» No indication of activity 



X 



X 
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Q. 



Paronl /nvolvftmonl 



liivolvoniont 



O Activities: 

1. Unit Tnnk r orce 

3. Program Implementation 

4. Develop matoriiUt; 

5. Purchnriic/rcpair matorialo 
6i Aidce, tutoxo^ volmitoers 

7. Advicory council 

8, Workshops, conferences 



High Mediiun Low No Indication 

Fi r~T~—n 



10, PTA, open houGOi other 
traditional meetings 

IK Supplementary activities 

12, Commujiity relations 

13* Information disBcmlncitlon 

14. No indication 
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0 Worked in clar^uroor-nii 

o Wore paid 

• Woros Paroiit: 

SUxdojit teachov 

Coii'iitiunlty oi7,^anlfia()on mombet 

\\\^\ school rtudont 

Other 

0 Average nunihov of hourn aides worked 
per f;ome6tor 

0 Typos of ActivJlios Porlormedj 

Tutoring tstudontu 

Marking feet a 

Distx4but>p^ muto.vialn 

Working in ronaJl and Icirgo groups 

Preparing mr>te):>alD 

Liaison with parentn and other outf;idc poreonnoJ. 
Bufi^ monitorinji 

Suporxdaing rccroatlonoA actlviticc in or outoldo 
claas 

Claseroom maintenance 
Supervising field trips 
Other 



86% 
43% 



79% 



29% 
88 



X 



X 
IT 
X 



X 



Teacher rating of alden* effectivcnoso (figures indicate nmi^bei* 
of toachero reporting data) 



Very 






Very 


Effective 


Kffoctive 


Ineffective 


Ineffective 


12 


1 
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t* Program CharacteyUtlce 



Insorvlce Training ! 

• Individuals responsible for training: 

Consultants 

Technical Assistant Team (TAT) members 
Project director 
Reading specialist 
Classroom teacher 
No indication 

# Individuals trained; 

Reading specialist/teacher 

Classroom teachers 0 

Other staff 

Paraprofessionals 

Parents 

No indication 



• Training areas* 

Learning theory 

Student background and self 
concept 

Language development 
Motor and perceptual skills 
Right to Read Program 

Diagnostic/ prescriptive 
approach 



Instructional approach 

Instructional materials 

Teaching techniques 

Classroom organization and 
management 

Evaluation 

No indication 
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• Training Methodss 



Group or Individual meetings, seminars, workshops, 
conferences 

School visitations, demonstration teaching, classroom 
observations 

U nlve r slty c ou r 8 e s 

Videotaping, audio-visuals, multi^media 
No indication 



X 



Unit Task Force Activities 

Planning Phase 

• Rating of helpfulness: 



Very 




Not 


No 


Helpful 


Helpful 


Helpful 


Indication 








X 



UTF Members: 



Consultants 

Administrators 

Reading specialist 

Teachers 

Parents 

Others 

No indication 



Frequency ol meetir.gs: 



« 

Very 






No 


Frequent 


Frequent 


Infrequent 


Indication 








X 
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Types of Actlvitlost 



Meot v/lth TAts 

Develop proposal or work 
statement 

Needs assessment 

Develop diagnostic/prescriptive 
approach 

Identify objectives 
Gather data 
Complete PPP 



X 



X 



Develop materials 
Inservice training 
Budget 

Information dissemination 
Develop tests 
Evaluation 
No indication 



Implementation Phase 

s 

• Rating of Helpfulness; 



Very Not No 

Helpful Helpful Helpful Indication 



UTF members: 



Consultants 

Administrators 

Reading specialist 

Teachers 

Parents 

Others 

No indication 



Frequency of Meetings: 



Very 

Frequent Frequent 



No 

Infrequent Indication 



# Types of Activitiosj 



Moot with TATs /consultants 

Develop criteria for student 
selection or placement 

Student diagnosis 

Identify tutors 

InSorvice training 

Develop community involvement 
activities 



Status and reporting activities 

Record progro£«s 

Servo on special committees 

Review program progress 

Information dissomination 

Evaluation 

No indication 



3. Components of Diagnostic /Prescriptive Approach: 



Individualized prescription 
Identification of student skill levels 
Teacher observation 
Contracts 

Individual lie', ed instruction 
Progress checklists 
Testing 

Review case histories - 

Staff conferences 

Student /t<5acher conferences 



X 



Supplementary materials 
Games, manlpiilatlves 
Audio. Visual^ Muliimcdla 
Commercially made programs 
Student grouping 
Special classes 
Skill sessions 
Field trips 

Reading/language center 
Reading specialisti tutorb 
Language experience approach 

Basal text instruction 

No indication 
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I>yogram Locatlonj* 



Reading is taught as a separate subject 

Reading is taught indirectly 
through other subject matter 

Special assistance Is provided outside the 
classroom for students in special need of 
reading help 

No indication 



Mean Nurhber of 
SemeSter'Hours 
Reported per Class 



208 



145 



10 



5. Student /Teacher Organization: 



Single teacher --multi-subjects 

Reading specialist (responsible for more 
than one class) 

Team teachers 

Students doing cross -age teaching 

Tutor-specialist 

Tutor-aide 

Other 

No indication 



Mean Number of 
Semester Hours 
Reported per Class 

T5r 



45 



49 



6. 



Student Organization: 



Individualized reading instruction 
Small groups (5 or fewer students) 
Large groups (6 or more students) 
No indication 



Mean Number of 
Semester Hours 
Reported per Class 



32 
TO" 



122 



♦information on items four through ten was obtained by asking teachers to retjort 
on each class they taught. Total number of classes for which data were reportedt 



RIC 
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?• Glasstoom Language (All Classes Combined)** 



Standard English 
Non-Standard English 
Spanish 
French 

American Indian 
language or dialect 

Japanese 
No Indication 



Language of Instruction Native Language of Students 
(% of Time Language (% of Students Speaking 



Used) 



100% 



Language 



20 



8. 



Reading Approach: 



Mean Number of 
Semester Hours 
Reported per Class 



Meaning emphasis 
Code emphasis 
Linguistics 
Modified alphabet 
Responsive environment 
Programmed learning 
Individualized reading 
Language experience 
Eclectic or teacher's own 
Other 

No indication 



134 



38 



0 



IT 
"IT 



29 



ERIC 
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Techniques Used for Reading Instruction: 



Machine- based programmed 
instruction 

Other programmed instruction 
Gaming/simulation 

Instructional TV 
Interactive media 
Intensive involvement 
Discussion groups 
Demonstration- performance 
Lecture 
Contracts 

Use of supplementary materials 
Other 

No indication 



Mean Number of 
Semester Hours 
Reported per Class 



0 



12 

_a 

0 

11 
0 

U4 

72 

3 

0 

47 
22 
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Classroom Evaluation Procedures'. 



Diagnostic reading tests are used with most or 
all students to determine individual reading needs. 

The teacher has formulated or selected 
specific objectives for each student. 

The teacher has formulated or selected 
specific objectives for the entire class. 

The teacher has developed or identified an 
instrument for measuring attitudes toward reading. 

The teacher has developed or identified an 
instrument for measuring attitudes toward 
reading for the entire class. 

Performance of students is measured in 
terms of objectives set for each individual. 

Performance of students is measured in 
terms of objectives set for the entire class. 

Visible records are kept of class performance* 

Records of each student*s performance are kept 
with respect to each objective. 

Students are kept informed of their progress, 
Students are involved in self-evaluation. 
Parents are informed of students* progress. 
No indication 



Number of 
Classrooms 
in Which 
Procedure 
Used 

10 

14 



13 



14 



14 



12 



14 
10 



14 



Total Funding for 1972-73 school year: $30> 000 
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J. 



MAJOR FINDINQ3 AND RECOMMENDATIONS REPORTED IN 
PROJECT SELP.EVALirATKN " — — 

1. Project ObJacttvea and Detfree of Accotnpllehment * 



Project Objectives 




STUDENT 
Student Attitude 


X 


X 








Student i^ehavior 












.. Student Reading Achievement 


X 








X 


Reading. Related Skills 


X 


X 








TEACHER 
Teacher Competency 












Teacher Attitude 












Teacher Behavior 












PARENT/COMMUNITY 

Parent/Community 
Involvement 


X 


X 








Parent Attitude 












PROGRAM 
Information Dissemination 












Individualization of 
Instruction 












Innovations 












Ihservlce Training 












Additional Materials, 
Services or Personnel 













*Sites may have indicated program success under "Program Objectives 
and Degree of Accompli8hment'^or under ^^Major Findings''. The 
reader should refer to both sections for a complete understanding of 
how successful the program was according to data in tl\e self-evaluation. 
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2. Mator Findings* 




■4 



STUDENT 
Readinft Achievement 


X 






Eeadinff- Related Skills 








5!^r IaI CSUIIla 








A^ilvUue 








Competencv 








Attitude 








Teacher •Student Relations 








Teacher «Sta££ Relations 








PARENT/COMMUNITY 
Support 








Involvement 








PROGRAM 
Success of Inservice Training 








Program Flexibility 








Helpfulness of Technical Assistance 








Signlficai^t Changed in Reading 
Approach 








Individualization of Instruction 








Value of As el stance from 
Aide 8 / Voluntee r s 









SITE DID NOT CLEARLY STATE FINDINGS 



<<Site8 may have Indicated program success under ''Major Findings" or 
under "Program Objectives and Degree of Accomplishment*'. The 
reader should refer to both sections for a complete understanding of 
how successful the program was according to data In the self -evaluation. 
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3. Program Recommendations 



Recommendations contained within tho self-evaluation reports 
were categorized into the areas listed below* An "X" indicates that 
tho site made a recommendation with regard to that particular area. 

More emphasis on oading-related skills 

, . , Increased emphasis on improving studenv achievement 

. Increased emphasis on improving student attitude 
More remedial help 

Increased effort to involve parents/community 

Increased school-parent communications 

More staff training 

More emphasis on diagnostic-prescriptive approach 

More emphasis on individualization of instruction 

Expand program within school/ school district 

More materials/equipment/personnel 

^ Increased emphasis on improving teacher competency 

Increased emphasis on improving teacher attitude 

Improved evaluation techniques 

Re -definition of needs 

Improved communication with HEW 

Continued funding 

SITE DID NOT CLEARLY STATE RECOMMENDATIONS X 
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School: 4101 




INDIVIDUAL SITE ASSESdMENT 



School! 



4101 



Gradcis: K-3 



A. School Chciractoristics 
1. Goographic Region 



A* B C 

mz 



D E F 



'^^States in this region are: Connecticutt Maine* Massachusetts 
New Hampshire! New Jersey, New York, Puerto Rico, Rhode 
Island, Vermont, Virgin Islands 

2, Urban- Rural Indo:: 



Urban 


Suburban 


Rural 


X 




1 



Student Population (Total School) 



• 



Total Reported Enrollment 263 



Total Students in Each Grade Level 



Grade No. of Students 



Grade No. of Students 



K 


49 


7 


1 


24 


8 


Z 


48 


9 


3 


46 


10 


4 


48 


11 


5 


48 


12 


6 







Student Ethnicity (Total School) 

American Indian 

Asian 

Black 

Mexican American 
Puerto Rican 
V/hite 
Other 



Percent 



17 



82 



ERIC 
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B« RiRht to Read Student Characteristics 

1. Amdunt of Time in Programt 1972-73 School Year 

2> Number of Right to Read Students in £ach Qradd Level 
and Ethnic Breakdown 



Qtade 


No. of 


Percent 


Atnerican 
Indian 


Black 


Mexican 
American 


Asian 
American 


Puerto 
Rican 


White 


Other 


K 


49 






i 


6 




92 




■ I--'--- 


?4 












ft? 

Or 




2 


.. 48. 
















3 
















ii-.n n-ti Ma 


4 


















5 


















6 


















7 


















8 


















9 
















j 


10 
















■ 1 


11 


















12 






































































i 


















- — 1 
1 
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3. 



loading Gains iot I9il-ti School Yoar* 
{800 Vol. 11, V, A for dotallod roport) 



Qt-ado Loyel 
{Inoludos only lo vols 
lor which data wore 
reportod) 

1 

2 
3 
4 

5 
6 



Overall Mean Gain £or School 



Moan Gain per Month 
1. 1 



1.0 



1.4 



St. Dov. 

0.8 

0.7 , 
0.9 



1.2 



0.8 



(means adjusted for differing class sizes) 

Stanford Reading A elite vement 



Name of Standardized 
Te8t(s) Used 



C. Right to Road Teacher Characteristics 
o Total Number Reported 



• Age 

• No, Years Teaching Experience 

• Sex No. 

Percent 



Mean 



CO 

Male 



I ll'M 
I 2> 2 1 • 



Female 



No 



Mexican Puerto 

Ethnicity Awr Ind As Ian Black Am e r Jlican White Other Inc3icatioti 

No. 
Percent 



Degree 

Area of 
Degree 

Job Title 

Resident! 
Index 













.'4 
















80 






BA or BS MA or MS PhD Other 


No Indication 


1 4 




I 


1 








! 


Educ Soc Sci 


Human- Fine 
ities Arts 


No Indi 

PhysSci Math Other cation 




1 




1 


1 






1 1 


Read 
Spec 


Reading Bilingual 
Teacher S^pec 


Multi 
Subject 


No 

Other Indication 








I 








1 


Inner City Urban 


Suburban Rural No Indication. • 


1 


, 1 


2 1 


3 


1 






1 



Total number of classes for which achievement data were reported:^ 



ERIC 
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Teachor Attlludo Toward Right To Read Feature's 
(flguroB Indicate number of toachera rqopondlnp) No Indica- 
tion or Not 
Included 



Effoctivenees 



Parent Involve- 
.ment 




2 


I 


I 




t 


In-service 
Training 


3 


2 










Reading 
Specialist 


I 


4 










Instructional 
Materials 


2 


2 


I 









• Teacher Preference Regarding Continuing *o 
Teach in Right To Read Progrann next year: 

Yes 

Yes, if changes are made 

Questionable 

No 

No Response 
Identification of Project Director 



District 
Supt 



Principal 



Reading Reading Classroom 



No; of 
Teachers: 



No Title 
Other Indicated 





X 
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E. Effectiveness of Right To Read Material s 

• Program Planning Procedure 
(PPP) 



"Very Not No 

Useful Useful Useful Indication 



(A document with charts guiding the school in such areas as 
parent involvement, Identification and prioritiaing of student 
needs and objectives, identification of basic reading approaches, 
materials.and program organizations. Also supplied information 
on redirection of existing resources to support the new programj 



Ways in which PPP was used in program: 

Structuring Identification of Identification Listing Ongoing No 

and Planning Student /Teacher Needs of Objectives Priorities Eval. Indication 



X 



Very Not No 

Status and Reporting Center Useful Useful Useful Indication 

(S and RC) 



(A document with charts guiding the school in community involve 
ment during planning of activities, and liaison with surrounding 
schools and Right to Read, Washington, D. C.) 

Ways in which S and RC was used: 

Program Student/Teacher Task Display Reference 

Planning Needs Assessment Assignments Program Progress Source 



Forecast Information No 
Outcomes Dissemination Indication 



X 



ERIC 
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F. Technical Assistant Utilization 



♦ Rating of Helpfulneas: 


Very 




Not 


No 


Helpful 


Helpful 


Helpful 


Indication 




X 









Technical Aasistant Actlvltiee: 



1, Program planning 

2* Program Implementation 

3, Interpret Right to Read 
planning materials 

4, Work on the Unit Task Force 

5, Develop Work Statement/ 
Prcpofial 

6« Develop or identify 
curriculum material. 

7« Needs assessment 

8« Diagnosis/proscription 

9t Identify objectives 

10. Staff development 



X 



11, Identify alternate approaches 

12, Develop team teaching 

13, Observe classes 



14. Advise on parental 
involvement 

15. Recommend consultants 
16* Budget planning 

17. Evaluation 

18. Liaison with Right to Readi 
Washington^ D,C. 

19. Plan for 1973^74 program 

20. No indication of activity 



X 
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G, Parent Involvement 



• Extent of 

Involvement 



• Activities: 

I. Unit Task Force 

2» Program planning 

3# Program implementation 

4. Develop materials 

5. Purchase/repair materials 

6. Aides, tutors, volunteers 

7. Advisory council 

8. Workshops, conferences 



High Medium Low No Indication 

1 — 



X 



9, Reading is Fundamental 

10* PTA, open housoi other 
traditional meetings 

IK Supplementary activities 

12, Community relations 

13, Information dissemination 

14, No indication 



J 



ERIC 
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teacher Aides 



Percentage of Teachers Reporting Aides 

• Worked in classrooms 

• Were paid 

• Werei Parent 

Student teacher ' 

Community organization member 

High school student 

Other 

• Average number of hours aides worked 
per semester 

• Types of Activities Performed*. 
Tutoring students 

Marking tests 
Distributing materials 
Working in small and large groups 
Preparing materials 

Liaison with parents and other outside personnel 
Bus monitoring 

Supervising recreational activities in or outside 
class 

Classroom maintenance 
Supervising field trips 
Other 



20' i 



80% 



80% 



20S 



20 



-20jo 
87 



X 



X 



X 



Teacher rating of aides' effectiveness (figures' indicate number 
of teachers reporting data) 

Very Very 
Effective Effective Ineffective Ineffecdve 
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1. Inseyyice Trainlnji t 

♦ Individuals responsible for training: 

Consultants 

Technical Assistant Team (TAT) membera 
Project director 
Reading specialist 
Classroom teacher 
Mo indication 

# Individuals trained: 

Reading specialist/teacher 

Classroom teachers 

Other staff 

Paraprofessionals 

Parents 

No indication 



Instructional approach 

Instructional materials 

Teaching techniques 

Classroom organization and 
management 

Evaluation 

No indication 



• Training areas- 
Learning theory 

Student background and self 
concept 

Language development 

Motor and perceptual skills 

Right to Read Program 

Diagnostic/ prescriptive 
approach 



# Training Methods: 



Qroup or individual meatlngSi seminarsi workahope^ 
conferences 

School visitations! demonstration teachingi classroom 
observations 

University courses 

Video taping I audio -visualSi multi -media 
No Indication 



Unit Task Force Activities 

Planning Phase 

• Rating of helpfulness: 



• UTF Members: 



Consultants 

Administrators 

Reading specialist 

Teachers 

Parents 

Others 

No indication 



a Frequency of meetings: 

Very No 





Freauent 


Infrequent 


Indication 




X 







X 



IT 



Very Not No 

Helpful Helpful Helpful Indication 
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t Typos oi Actlvltloe: 



Moot with TATs 

Develop proposal or work 
atat^mont 

Needs ftssossmont 

Dovolop tUagnostlc/proscrlptivo 
appfoacli 

Identify objectives 
Qathor data 
Complete PPP 



Dovolop materials 
Insorvlco training 
Budget 

Information dissemination 
Dovolop tests 
Evaluation 
No indication 



Implomentation Phasfi 



Rating of Helpfulness! 



Very Not No 

Helpful Helpful Helpful Indication 



X 



UTF members; 



Consultants 

Administrators 

Reading specialist 

Teachers 

Parents 

Others 

No indication 



Frequency of Meetings! 



Very 

Frequent Frequent 



Infrequent 



No 

Indication 
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• Typos of Activltloos 



Moot with TATe /consultants 

Dovolop criteria for student 
dolQCllon or placomont 

Studont diagnosis 

Identify tutors 

Inservlco training 

Dovolop community involvement 
actlyttioi^ 



Status and reporting activities 

Record progress 

Servo on special committees 

Review program progress 

Information dissemination 

Evaluation 

No Indication 



X 



3. Components of Diagnostic/Prescriptive Approach: 



Indlvidoalisted prescription 

fdo nt if Icat I on of student skill levels 

Teacher observation 

Contracts 

ludlviduallzed Instruction 
Progress checklists 
Testing 

Rev}e\y case hUtorlea/ 

Staff conferences 

Student /teacher- conferences 



X 



Supplomontary materials 
Oames» manlpulativos 
Audio- Visuali Multtmedia 
C om m e r c i ally made pr og r am s 
Student grouping 
$pocial classes 
Skill sessions 
Field trips 

Reading/language center 
Reading apeclallsti tutors 
Language oxporience approach 
Basal text instruction 
No Indication 



I ERiC 
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4. 



Program Location)*!* 



Reading ia taught as a separate subject 

Reading is taught indirectly 
through other subject matter 

Special assistance U provided outside the 
classroom for students In special need o£ 
reading help 

No Indication 



Mean Number of 
Semester Hours 
Reported per Class 



150 



182 



84 



5. StuJant/Teacher Organizations 



Single teacher--multl-subject8 

Reading spociallst (responsible for more 
than one class) 

Team teachers 

Students doing cross -age teaching 

Tutor*speclallst 

Tutor -aide 

Other 

No indication 



Mean Number of 
Semester Hours 
Reported per Class 



295 



20 



76^ 



57 



6. 



Student Organization: 



Individualized reading instruction 
Small groups (5 or fewer students) 
Large groups (6 or more students) 
No indication 



Mean Number of 
Semester Hours 
Reported per Class 
TV 



52 



78 



*Informatlon on items four through ten was obtained by asking teachers to report 
on each class they taught, Total number of classes for which data were reported ; 5 
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7. 



Classroom Language (All Classec Combined): 



Standard English 
Non-standard English 
Spanish 
French 

American Indian 
language or dialect 

Japanese 
No iiidication 



Language o£ Instruction Native Language of Students 
(% o£ Time Language (% of Students Speaking 
Used) . Language ) 



96% 



T 



74% 



8i 



R<>adlng Approach: 



Mean Number of 
Semeeter Hours 
Reported per Class 



Meaning emphasis 
Code emphasis 
Linguistics 
Modified alphabet 
Responsive environment 
Programmed learning 
Individualized reading 
Language experience 
Eclectic or teacher's o'vn 
Other 

No indication 



21 



15 
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Techniques Used for Reading Instruction: 



Machine- based programmed 
Instruction 

Other programmed Instruction 
Gaming/ singulation 
Instructional TV 
Interactive media 
Intensive Involvement 
Discussion groups 

Demonstration- performance 

Lecture 

Contracts 

Use of supplementary materials 
Other 

No Indication 



Mean Number of 
Semester Hours 
Repo rted per Class 

41 



5 

T 



52 
IF 
4 

44* 
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10. Classroom Evaluation Procedures: 



Diagnostic reading tests are used with most or 
all students to determitie individual reading needs, 

The teacher has formulated or selected 
specific objectives for each student. 

The teacher has formulated or selected 
specific objectives for the entire class. 

The teacher has developed or identified an 
instrument for measuring attitudes toward reading. 

The teacher has developed or identified an 
instrument for measuring attitudes toward 
reading for the entire class. 

Performance of students is measured in 
terms of objectives set for each individual. 

Performance of students is measured in 
terms of objectives set for the entire class. 

Visible records are kept of class performance. 

Records of each student* s performance are kept 
with respect to each objective. 

Students are kept informed of their progress. 
Students are involved in self-evaluation. 
Parents are informed of students' progress. 
No indication 



Number of 
Classrooms 
in Which 
Procedure 
Used 



5 
4 



4 

3 

4 

3 
2 



11. Total Funding for 1972-73 school year: $30, OOP 



ERIC 
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i« Project Objectives and Degree of AccompUshiment » 




STUDENT 
Student Attitude 


X 




X 






Student Behavior 


X 


X 








Student Reading Achievement 


X 


X 








Reading- Related Skills 












TEACHER 
Teacher Competency 


X 




X 






Teacher Attitude 












Teacher Behavior 












PARENT /COMMUNITY 


X 


X 








Pa r ent / C ommunl ty 
Involvement 


Parent Attitude 












PROGRAM 
Information Dissemination 












Individualization of 
Instruction 












Innovations 












Inservlce Training 












Additional Materials, 
Services or Personnel 













'f^Sites may have indicated program success under ''Program Objectives 
and Degree of Accomplishment' or under ''Major Findings'** The 
reader should refer to both sections for a complete understanding of 
how successful the program was according to data in the self-evaluation, 
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Teacher-Staff ReUtlona 



PARENT/COMMIWITY 



Support 




PROGRAM 
Succeas 6f Inaerylce Tralnin f^ 



Program FUxlbiHt^ 

Helpfulneafl of Technical Aselatance 



Significant Changea in Readina 
Approach 

indi viduftli gation of Inatructlon 

Value of Aaaiatance from 
Atdea /Volunteer a 



X 



SITE DID NOT CLEARLY STATE FINDINGS 



*Sltea may have indicated program aucceaa under "Major Findlniza" or 
''Program Objective, and Degree of Accompli.Cent" The 

i^Z^^i'fi^' ^'' ^'''^ ""^^^^'^ ^-^^ * underitanding of 

how eucceaaful the program waa according to lata In the aelf-evaluation. 



3i Pro|{rart\ Recommendatlone 

RecommendatloftB cohta^^^^ eelf*evaluatlon reports 

were categorUed Into the areas listed below* An *'X^' Indicates that 
the site>)iade a recommendation with regard to that particular area* 

. ; More empha^sis on readlng-^related skills 

Increased emphasis on improving student achievement 
Increased emphasis on Improving student attitude 
More remedial help * 
Increased effort to involve parents/community 
Increased school^parent communications 

More staff training 

More emphasis on diagnostic-prescriptive approach 

More <?mphasi8 on individualization of instruction 

}^ Expand program within school/school district 

More materials/equipment/per sonnel 

Increased emphasis on Improving teacher competency 

Increased emphasis on improving teacher attitude 

^ Improved evaluation techniques 

. Re^deflnltion of needs 

^ Improved communication with HEW 

Continued funding 

SITE DID NOT CLEARLY STATE RECOMMENDATIONS 
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Schoolt 4201 




Si 



■ * 



ERIC 



INDIVIDUAL SITE ASSESSMENT 



Schools 4201 



Qrades: 1-4 



School Characlorlattcs 
1. Geographic Roglon 



A B C* D E F 



^States In this region ares Alabama, Florida, Qoorgia, 
Kentucky, Louisiana, Mississippi, North Carolina, South 
Carolina, Tennessee 



2. 



Urban.Rural Index 
Urban 



Suburban 



Rural 



3. Student Population (Total School) 

• Total Reported Enrolhwent 60S 

• Total Students In Each Grade Level 

Grade No. of Students 



Grade No. of Students 



K 


60 


7 


1 


129 


8 


2 


143 


9 


3 


133 


10 


4 


140 


n 


S 




12 


6 







Student Ethnicity (Total School) 

American Indian 

Asian 

Black 

Mexican American 
Puerto Rlcan 
White 
Other 



Percent 



98 
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1. Amount of Tlmo in Programi 1972-73 School Year 

2. Number of Right to Read Students in Blach Grade Level 
and Ethnic Breakdown 



1 

1 


Total 

No, of 
Students 


Pevcent | 


Grade 


American 
Indian 


Black 


AAOXican 
American 


Aoian 
American 


Puerto 
Rican 


Whito 




K 
















Other 1 


^" -1:- ^ 


129 




2 










i 


2 


143 




2 










1 


:; ;: > 


133 




2 














140 




2 








98 




5.' .,\ 


































7 


















8 


















9 


















10 


• 






1 










11 








1 








i 

-—4 


12 














1 




































1 




























i 
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3* 



JRottdinfl Gah\H for 197P...73 School Your':* 
(800 VoJ, n, V, A for ddUiUod ropox't) 



arado Lovol 
(Includes only lovol 8 
for which data woi-e 
yoportod) 

1 

2 
3 
4 
5 
6 



Overall Mean Gain for School 



Mnan Gain per Mon th 



1.0 



1.4 



St. Dev. 

0.7 
0.9 



(moans adjuHted for differing class sizes) 

GAT -Reading 



0^8 



Nanrie of Standardized 
Testfs) Used 



^« Right to Rea d Teacher Charactorlsttcs 
• Total Number Repoi'ted 



• 

• 



Age 



I 

Moan Range 

I 3& I I , <2Q - 5f»3 

□ 



No, Years Teaching Experience ( |Q | Clllalai 

Male Female 

Sex No. 

Percent 



., .1. 




?.l , 1 


5 




95. , 



Kthnicity 



Mexican Puerto No 
Amr Ind Asian Black Amor Rican White Other Indication 





No. 


3 
















Percent 


1 2 




9 












Degree 




BA or BS MA or MS PhD Other 


No Indication 


No. ll 9 






1 




3 . 






Area of 


No. 1 


Educ Soc Sci 


Human- Fine> 
itios Arts 


No Indi 

PhysSci Math Other cation 


Degree 


^0 1 








1 , 












Read 
Spec 


Reading Bilingual 
Teacher Spec 


Multl 
Subject 


No 

Other Indication . 


Job Title 


No. 1 


1 


1 


1 


1 






1 





Inner City Urban Subu rban Rural No Ind ication. 

Residential No. j 1 1 11 1 20 1 1 

Index ' ' ' ' ' ' 



'Total number of classes for which achievement data were reported: 



15 
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Teacher Atlitudo Tc^ivard Ulght To Read Feature o 
(figures indicate number of teachors responding) No Indica- 
tion or Not 



Eff^cliveno^o 



Included 





Excellent 


Good 


Adequate 


Poor 


Very Poor 


In Prqnram 


Parent Involvo- 
mont 




15 


6 


1 






In-service 
Training 


14 


8 










Reading 
Specialist 


13 


8 










Instructional 
Malorittls 


12 


10 











D. 



No; of 
Teachers: 



# Teacher Preference Regarding Contimiing 
Teach in Right To Read Program next year: 

Yes 

Yes, if changes are made 
Questionable 
No 

No Response 
Identification of Project Director 

District ' Reading Reading Classroom No Titlo 

Supt« Principal Specialist Teacher Teacher Other Indicated 



Supt^ 

flu III! II 



644 



£• Effcctivenegs of Right To Read Mateyials 

Very Not No 

• Program Planning Procedure Useful Usefut Useful Indication 









X 



(A docurnent with charts guiding the school in such areas as 
parent involvementi identification and pripritiaing of student 
needs and objectives^ identification of basic reading approachesi 
materiaisi and program organUations^ Also supplied information 
on redirection of existing resources to support the new prcgramj 



Waya in which PPP was used in prog 

Structuring Identification of Identification Listing Ongolnpt No 

and Planning Student/Teacher Needs of Objectives Priorities EvaU Indication 



X 



Very Not No 

Stattis and Reporting Center Useful Useful Useful Indication 

(S and RC) 



(A document with charts guiding the school In community Involve- 
ment during planning of activities / and liaison with surrounding 
schools and Right to Read, Washington, D, C) 

Ways in which S and RC was used: 

Program Student/Teacher Task Display Reference 

Planning Needs Assessment Assignments Program Progress Source 



Forecast Information No 
Outcomes Dissemination Indication 



X 



ERIC 
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F. Technical Assistant Utilization 



Very 
Helpful 


Helpful 


Not 

Helpful 


No 

Indication 








X 1 



Technical Assistant Activities: 



1« Program planning 

2« Pfogram implementation 

3, Interpret Right to Read 
planning materials 

4t Work on the Unit Taek Force 

5. Develop Work Statement/ 
Proposal 

6, Develop or Identify 
curriculum materials 

?• Needs assessment 

8, Diagnosis /pre scrlptlon 

9* Idcj?tl£y objectives 

10* Staff development 



X 



11. Identify alternate approaches 

12, Develop team teaching 

13« Observe classes 

14, Advise on parental 
Involvement 

1^, Recommend consultants 

16, Budget planning 

17, Evaluation 

18t Liaison with Right to Read, 
Washington, D.C, 

19* Plan for 1973^74 program 

20* No Indication of activity 



X 
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11 



a. 



Parent Involvement 



Extent of 
Involvement 



• Activities: 

1. Unit Task Force 

2. Program planning 

3. Program Implementation 
4* Develop materials 

5. Purchase/repair materials 

6. Aides, tutors, volunteers 

7. Advisory council 

8# Workshopsi conferences 



High 


Medium 


Low 


No Indication 








X 



9« Reading is Fundamental 

10, PTA, open housoi other 
traditional meetings 

11« Supplementary activities 

12, Community relations 

13« Information dissemination 

14, No indication 



t o 
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Teacher Aide 8 



Percentage o£ Teachers Reporting Aides 

• Worked in classrooms 

• Were paid 

• Were: Parent 

Student teacher 

Community organization member 

High school student 

Other 

• Average number of hours aides worked 
per semester 

• Types of Activities Performed: 
Tutoring students 

Marking tests 
Distributing materials 
Working in small and large groups 
Preparing materials 

Liaison with parents and other outside personnel 
Bus monitoring 

Supervising recreational activities in or outside 
class 

Classroom maintenance 
Supervising field trips 
Other 



91% 



82% 



73% 



36% 



324 



X 



X 



X 



X 



X 



Tbacher rating of aides* effectiveness (figures indicate number 
of teachers reporting data) 

Very Very 
Effective Effective Ineffective Ineffective 
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Progyam Characterletlcs 



1. Inservlce Training * 

• Individuals responsible for training; 
Consultants 

Technical Assistant Team (TAT) members 
Project director 
Reading specialist 
Classroom teacher 
No Indication 



Individuals trained: 



Reading specialist/teacher 

Classroom teachers 

Other staff 

Paraprofesslonals 

Parents 

No indication 



X 



# Training areas' 

Learning theory 

Student background and self 
concept 

Language development 

Motor and perceptual skills 

Right to Read Program 

Diagnostic/ prescriptive 
approach 



X 



Instructional approach 

Instructional materials 

Teaching techniques 

Classroom organization and 
management 

Evaluation 

No Indication 



649 



• Training Methods: 



Group or individual meetings, geminajri, workshops, 
conferences 

School visitations, demonstration teaching, classroom 
observations *»» 

University courses 

Video taping, audio-visuals, multl -media 
No indication 



Unit Task Force Activities 
Planning Phas^ 

♦ Rating o£ helpfulness: Very Not No 

Helpful Helpful Helpful Indication 



• UTF Members: 



Consultants 

Administrators 

Reading specialist 

Teachers 

Parents 

Others 

No indication 



Frequency of meetings: 



Vary 
Frequent 


Freouent 


Infreciuent 


No 

Indlcatlor. 








X "1 
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• Types of Activities: 



Meet with TATs 

Develop proposal or work 
statement 

Needs assessment 

Develop diagnostic/prescriptive 
approach 

Identify objectives 
Gather data 
Complete PPP 



Develop materials 
Inservice training 
Budget 

Information dissemination 
Develop testa 
Evaluation 
No indication 



Implementation Phase 

# Rating of Helpfulness: 



Very 




Not 


No 


Helpful 


Helpful 


Helpful 


Indication 








X 



UTF members: 



Consultants 

Administrators 

Reading specialist 

Teachers 

Parents 

Others 

No indication 



Frequency of Meetings: 



Very 






No 


Frequent 


Frequent 


Infrequent 


Indication 








X 
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ERIC 



# typos of Activities: 



Meet with TATs /consultants 

Develop criteria for student 
selection or placement 

Student diagnosis 

Identify tutors 

Ins or vice training 

Develop community involvement 
activities 



Status and reporting activities 

Record progress 

Serve on special committees 

Review program progress 

Information dissemination 

Evaluation 

No indication 



3, Components of Diagnostic/Prescriptive Approach: 



Individualized prescription 
Identification of student skill levels 
Teacher observation 
Contracts 

Individualized instruction 
Progress checklists 
Testing 

Rovlew case histories 
Staff conferences 
Student/teacher conferences 



X 



X 



Supplementary materials 
Games, manipulattves 
Audio- Visual, Multimedia 
Commercially made programs 
Student grouping 
Special classes 
Skill sessions 
Field trips 

Reading /language center 
Reading specialist, tutors 
Language experience approach 
Basal text Instruction 
No indication 



4, 



Program Location;* 



Reading is taught as a separate subject 

Reading is taught indirectly 
through other subject matter 

Special assistance is provided outside the 
classroom for students in special need of 
reading help 

No indication 



Mean Number of 
Semester Hours 
Reported per Class 



137 



183 



5. 



Student /Teacher Organization; 



Single teacher- -multi-subjects 

Reading specialist (responsible for more 
than one class) 

Team teachers 

Students doing cross-age teaching 

Tutor-specialist 

Tutor -aide 

Other 

No indication 



Mean Number of 
Semester Hours 
Reported per Class 



342 



20 



10 



339 



6. 



Student Organization: 



Individualized reading instruction 
Small groups (5 or fewer students) 
Large groups (6 or more students) 
No indication 



Mean Number of 
Semester Hours 
Reported per Class 



18 
22 



116 



^Information on items four through ten was obtained by asking teachers to report 
on each class they taught. Total number of classes for which data were repoxtedj 
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7. 



Classroom Language (AH Classes Combined): 



Standard English 
Non-Standard English 
Spanish 
French 

American Indian 
language or dialect 

Japanese 
No indication 



Language of Instruction Native Language of Students 
{% of Time Language (% of Students Speaking 
Used) . Language] 



IQQ% 



1 



8. 



Reading Approach: 



Meaning emphasis 
Code emphasis 
Linguistics 
Modified alphabet 
Responsive environment 
Programmed learning 
Individualized reading 
Language experience 
Eclectic or teacher's own 
Other 

No indication 



Mean Number of 
Semester Hours 
Reported per Class 



40 



IT 



18 
T2- 



16 

Tzr 



ERIC 
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Techniques Used for Reading Instructlont 



Machine -based programmed 
Instruction 

Other programmed instruction 
Gaming/ simulation 

Instructional TV 
Interactive media 
Intensive involvement 
Discussion groups 

Demonstration- performance 

Lecture 

Contracts 

Use of supplementary materials 
Other 

No indication 



Mean Number of 
Semester Hours 
Reported per Class 

8 



13 

7 
0 

36 
88 
10 

"TT 



16 



Classroom Evaluation Procedtirest 



Diagnostic reading tests are used with most or 
all students to determine individual reading needs. 

The teacher has formulated or selected 
specific objectives for each student. 

The teacher has formulated or selected 
specific objectives for the entire class* 

The teacher has developed or identified an 
instrument for measuring attitudes toward reading. 

The teacher has developed or identified an 
instrument for measuring attitudes toward 
reading for the entire class. 

Performance of students is measured in 
terms of objectives set for each individual. 

Performance of students is measured in 
terms of objectives set for the entire class « 

Visible records are kept of class performance. 

Records of each student^s performance are kept 
with respect to each objective. 

Students are kept informed of their progress* 



Number of 
Classrooms 
in Which 
Procedure 
Used 

21 

20 



20 



18 



16 



21 



8 
16 



19 



22 



Students are involved in self*evaluation. 



21 



Parents are informed of students* progress « 
No indication 



22 



Total Funding for 1972-73 school year: $40, 000 
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J. 



OR FINPrnoa AND REC ^g l^MENDATIONS REPORTED m 



IS 



Prelect Objectivea and betfree of Accomi^lishtnent » 




STUDENT 
Student Attitude 


X 


X 










vr 








X 




A 


X 


















X 


TEACHER 
Teacher Coijopetency 


X 


X 








Teacher Attitude 












Teacher Behavior 


X 


X 








PARENT/COMMUNITY 


X 


X 








Parent/Community 
Involvement 


Parent Attitude 












PROGRAM 
Information Dls semination 


X 










IndividuMizatioh of 
Instruction 












Innovations 












Inservice Training 












Additional Materials, 
Services or Personnel 













«Site8 may have indicated program success under "Program Objectives 
and Degree of Accomplishment" or under "Major Findings". The 
reader should refer to both sections for a complete understanding of 
how successful the program was according to data in the self -evaluation. 



Z, Mai or Findings* 



Major Area 




STUDENT 
Readins Achievement 








Reading -Related SkiUs 








OOUIal OKlilo 








iViiiiuae 


V 
A 






Competency 


X 






Attitude 








Teacher-^Student Relationd 








Teacher »Staff Relations 


X 






PARENT/COMMUNITY 
Support 








Involvement 


X 






PROGRAM 
Success of Inservice Training 








Program Flexibility 








Helpfulness of Technical Assistance 








Significant Changes in Reading 
Approach 








Individualization of Instruction 








Value of Assistance from 
Aides /Volunteers 









SITE DID NOT CLEARLY STATE FINDINGS 



"^Sites may have indicated program success under ^^Major Findings^^ or 
under "Program Objectives and Degree of Accomplishment". The 
reader should refer to both sections for a complete understanding of 
how successful the program was according to data in the self '•evaluation. 
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3. Program Recommendations 



Recommendations contained within the self-evaluation reports 
were categorized into the areas listed below. An ''X'' indicates that 
the site made a recommendation with regard to that particular area. 

More emphasis on reading-related skills 

Increased emphasis on improving student achievement 

Increased emphasis on improving student attitude 

More remedial help 

Increased effort to involve parents/community 

Increased school-parent communications 

More staff training 

More emphasis on diagnostic-prescriptive approach 

More emphasis on individualization of instruction 

X Expand program within school/school district 

More materials/equipment/personnel 

Increased emphasis on improving teacher competency 

Increased emphasis on improving teacher attitude 

Improved evaluation techniques 

Re-definition of needs 

lm;;>roved communication with HEW 

X Continued funding 

SITE DID NOT CLEARLY STATE RECOMMENDATIONS 
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School! 4301 



|er!c 



■ INDIVIDUAL SITE ASSESSMENT 



School: 4301 



Grades: 7-9 



School Characteristics 
1. Geographic Region 



A B C D E* F 

r-r I i I X I I 



*State8 in this region are: Colorado, Kansas, Iowa, Missouri 
Minnesota, Montana, Nebraska, North Dakota, South Dakota 
Utah, Wisconsin, Wyoming 



2. Urban- Rural Index 
Urban 



Suburban 



Rural 



3. Student Population (Total School) 

• Total Reported Enrollment 554 

• Total Students in Each Grade Level 

Grade No. of Students Grade No. of Students 



K 
1 
2 
3 
4 
5 
6 



7 
8 

9 

10 
11 
12 



Oil 



Student Ethnicity (Total School) 

American Indian 

Asian 

Black 

Mexican American 
Puerto Rican 
White 
Other 



Percent 



98 



661 



B. Right to Read Student Characteristics 



1. Amount of Time in Program; 1972-73 School Year 

2. Number of Right to Read Students in Each Grade Level 
and Ethnic Breakdown 





No. of 
otUQonwQ 


— 1 

Percent 


American 

tn\jx<xn 


I3iaCK 


1 

Mexican 
AtYiorican 


Asian 
AiYierican 


Puerto 
Rican 


wmte 


Other 


K 


















1 



















2 


















3 


















4 


















5 




— 















6 
















— ■ 





7 




1 








1 


98 




8 


86 


1 








1 


98 


— « 


9 


24 


1 






0. 5 


0.5 


98 




10 


















11 
















1 


12 

















1 

1 






















































i 
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ERIC 



i, Koadinfr CMXina lor i9y^-V3 bcliool Vcar':* 
(soo Vol. n. V, Afoj- dotujlccl report} 



Gradu Level 
(incluilcs oi\\y Icvcln 
for \v))ich data woro 
roportcid) 



Mean CU>)u per Month 'St. Dev. 



7 
8 

9 



0.9 



(LS. 
LA. 



a Overall Mean Gain for School 



0.9 



(means adjusted for differing class Bizaa) 



1.2 



Name of Standardified 
Te6t(s) Used 



dates MacGinitie , TTRfi 



C. Right to Read Teacher Characteristics 



<» Total Number Reported 



izo 



© Ago 

o Ho. Years Teacliing Experience [ 9 | | 1^26 

Male Female 

• Sex No. 

Pevcertt 



] 



, 2 




5 / 


29, 




71 



Etlinicity 



Mexica)! Puerto 



No 



No. 

Percent 





























100 ■■ 







Degree 

Area of 
Degree 

Job 
Title 



BA or BS MA or MS PhD Other No Indication 

I ~—-f~^ ^ 1 



No. I 4 



Human- Fine No Indi 

Educ Soc Sci itios Arts PhysSci Math Oth er cation 



I \ 2 r 



"1 r 



Read Reading Bilingual Multi No 
Spec Teacher Spec Subiect Other Indication 



Residential Inner City U rban Sub urban Rural No Indication 

^"^^'^ No. \ ' t 1 T 7 1 1 



Total number of clacsos for wliich achievement data woro reported; 12 



ERIC 
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♦ Teacher Attitude Toward Right To Read Features 

(figures indicate number of teachers responding) No Indica- 

Effectivencfis Hon or Not 

— Included 

Excellent Good Adequate Poor Very Poor in Program 



Parent Involve- 
ment 












7 


Inxfiorvice 
Training 




4 


3 








Reading 
Specialist 


3 


3 


1 








Instructional 
Materials 


2 


2 


2 


1 







• Teacher Preference Regarding Continuing 
Teach in Right To Read Program next year: 

Yes 

Yes, if changes are made 

Questionable 

No 

No Response 
Identification of Project Director 



No; of 
Teachers: 



District 
Supli 


Principal 


Reading 
Specialist 


Reading \ 
Teacher 


Classroom 
Teacher 


Other 


No Title 
Indicated 












X 


1 




Asst. 


Principal 
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E, Effectiveness of Right To Read Material s 

# Program i-'lanning Procedure 
(PPP) 



Very Not No 

Useful Useful Useful Indication 



(A document with charts guiding the school in such areas as 
parent involvement, identification and prioritizing of student 
needs and objectives, identification of basic reading approaches^ 
materialSiand program organiasations. Also supplied information 
on redirection of existing resources to support the new program) 



Ways in which PPP was used in program: 

Structuring Identification of Identification Listing Ongoing No 

and Planning Student/Teacher Needs of Objectives Prioritie s Eval. Indication 



Status and Reporting Center 
(S aad RC) 



Very Not 
Useful Useful Useful 


No 

Indication 






X 





(A document with charts guiding the school in community involve- 
ment during planning of activities, and liaison with surrounding 
schools and Right to Read, Washington, D. C.) 

Ways in which S and RC was used: 

Program Student /Teacher Task Display Reference 

Planning Needs Assessment Assignments Program Progress Source 



Forecast Information No 
Outcomes Dissemination Indication 



X 



EKLC 



F, Technical Assistant Utilization 



Very 




Not 


No 


Helpful 


Helpful 


Helpful 


Indication 








X 1 



Technical Assistant Activities: 



1. Program planning 

2. Program implementation 

3. Interpret Right to Read 
planning materials 

4. Work on che Unit Task Force 

5. Develop Work Statement/ 
Proposal 

6. Develop or identify 
currictilum materials 

?• Needs assessment 

8, Diagnosis /prescription 

9. Identify objectives 
10, Staff development 



X 



11, Identify alternate approaches 

12, Develop team teaching 

13, Observe classes 

14, Advise on parental 
involvement 

15, Recommend consultants 

16, Budget planning 

17, Evaluation 

18, Liaison with Right to Read» 
Washington, D, C, 

19, Plan for 1973^74 program 

20, No indication of activity 



666 



G. 



Parent Involvement 



• Extent o£ 

Involvement 



# Activities: 

1. Unit Task Force 

2. Program planning 

3. Program implementation 

4. Develop materials. 

5. Purchase /repair materials 

6. Aides, tutors, volunteers 
Advisory council 

8, Workshops, conferences 



X 



High Medium Low No Indication 

X 



9. Reading is Fundamental 

10, PTA, open house « other 
traditional meetings 

11- Supplementary activities 

12, Community relations 

13, Information dissemination 

14, No indication 



ERIC 
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Teacher Aides 

Percentage of Teachers Reporting Aides 

• Worked in classrooms 

• Were paid 

• Were: Parent 

Student teacher 

Community organization member 

High school student 

Other 

• Average number of hours aider; worked 
per semester 

• Types of Activities Performed: 
Tutoring students 

V Marking tests 

Distributing materials 

Working in small and large groups 

Preparing materials 

Liaison with parer4ts and other outside personnel 
Bus monitoring 

Supervising recreational activities in or outside 
class 

Classroom maintenance 
Supervising field trips 
Other 



100 



52 



540 



1% 

% 



Teacher rating of aides* effectiveness (figures indicate number 
of teachers reporting data) 



Very 






Very 


Effective 


Effective 


Ineffective 


Ineffective 


11 


12 
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Program Characteristics 



!• Inservice Training : 

• IncHviduals responsible for training: 

Consultants 

Technical Assistant Team (TAT) members 
^ Project director 

Reading specialist 
Classroom teacher 
No indication 

• Individuals trained: 

Reading specialist/teacher 

Classroom teachers 

Other staff 

Paraprofessionals 

Parents 

No indication 



• Training areas- 
Learning theory 

Student background and self 
concept 

Language development 

Motor and perceptual skills 

Right to Read Program 

Diagnostic/ prescriptive 
approach 



Instructional approach 

Instructional materials 

Teaching techniques 

Classroom organization and 
management 

Evaluation 

No indication 
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m Training Methods: 



Group or individual meetings, seminars, workshops, 
conferences 

School visitations, demonstration teaching, classroom 
observations 

University courses 

Video taping, audio-visuals, multi-media 
No indication 



X 



X 



X 



Unit Task Force Activicies 

Planning Phase 

• Rating of helpfulness: 



Very 




Not 


No 


Helpful Helpful Heloful Indication 


X 









m UTF Members: 



Consultants 

Administrators 

Reading specialist 

Teachers 

Parents 

Others 

No indication 



Frequency of meetings: 



Very 
Frequent 



Mo 

Frequent Infrequent Indication 
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Types of Activities; 



^J||t,^ with T At 8 - 'wi§M&'^^ ■ ■ 

^>fo,SVel6p proposal or work 

^Jllllllllt: 

RHilfiftilessment .. . 
f t-lfc^^'iop diagnostic /pretcrlptlve 

g itd^^^^^^ e ctl vo s 
^^pil^<iata' - . , ■ 
;:^^omplete PPP 

L:^ Implementation Phase 

ilpiS \; ' - ■ - ■ / : : ; ■ , ^ ' " : ' / ■ 

t L ♦ Rating of Helpfulness 



Develop materials 
Insetvice training 
Budget 

Information dissemination 
Develop teots 
Evaluation 
No indication 



Very Not No 

jelpful Helpful ^ Helpful In dication 



UTF members: 



Consultants 

Administrators 

Reading specialist 

Teachers 

PareAts 

Others 

No indication 



Frequency of Meetings: 



Very 
Frequent 


Frequent 


Infrequent 


No 

Indication 




X 
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• Types of Activities; 



Moet with TAT6 /consultants 

Develop criteria for student 
selection or placement 

Student diagnosis 

Identify tutors 

Inservice training 

Develop community involvement 
activities 



Status and reporting activities 

Record progress 

Serve on special committees 

Review program progress 

Information disserriination 

Evaluation 

No Indication 



Compphents of Diagnostic /Prescriptive Approach; 



Individualized pres crlption 
Identification of student skill levels 
Teacher observation 
Contracts 

Individualized instruction 
Progress ch'^cklists 
Testing 

Review case histories 
Staff conferences 
Student/teacher conferences 



X 



Supplementary materials 
GameSi manlpulatives 
Audio- Visual, Multimedia 
Commercially made programs 
Student grouping 
Special classes 
Skill sessions 
Field trips 

Reading /language center 
Reading specialist, tutors 
Language experience approach 
Basal text instruction 
No indication 
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4. 



Program Location:* 



Reading is taught as a separate subject 

Reading is taught Indirectly . 
through other subject matter 

Special assistance is provided outside the 
classroom for students in special need o£ 
reading help 

No indication 



Mean Numbok* of 
Semester Hours 
Reported per Class 



8 



70 



12 



5. Student/Teacher Organization: 



Single teacher- -multi-subjects 

Reading specialist (responsible for more 
than one class) 

Team teachers 

Students doing cross-age teaching 
Tutor -specialist 
Tutor -aide 
Other 

No indication 



Mean Numbet of 
Semester Hours 
Reported per Class 



20 



70 



70 



27 



6, 



Student Organization: 



Individualized reading instruction 
Small groups (5 or fewer students) 
Large groups (6 or more students) 
No indication 



Mean Number of 
Semester Hours 
Reported per Class 



^Information on items four through ten was obtained by asking teachers to report 
on each class they taught. Total number of classes for which data were reported: 
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7. GlaseroorA Language (All Classes Combined)! 



Standard English 
Non-Standard English 
Spanldh 
Fronch 

American Indian 
language or dialect 

Japanese 
No indication 



Language o£ Instruction Native Language of Students 
{% of Time Language (% of Students Speaking 
^^e^) > Language 



100^ 



100% 



8. 



Reading Approach: 



Meaning emphasis 
Code emphasis 
Linguistics 
Modified alphabet 
Responsive environment 
Programmed learning 
Individualized reading 
Language expeHence 
Eclectic or teacher^ s own 
Other 

No Indication 



Mean Number of 
Semester Hours 
Reported per Class 



90 
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Techniques Used for Reading Instruction: 



Machine* based programmed 
instruction 

Othor progx*ammed Instruction 
Gaming/ simulation 

Instructional TV 
Interactive media 
Intensive involvement 
Discussion groups 
Demonstration - pe rformance 
Lecture 
Contracts 

Use of supplementary materials 
Other 

No indication 



Mean Number of 
Semester Hours 
Reported per Class 
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CUssrootn Evaluation Procedures; 



Diagnostic reading tests are used with most or 
all students to determine individual reading needs'. 

The teacher has formulated or selected 
specific objectives for each student. 

The teacher has formulated or selected 
specific objectives for the entire class. 

The teacher has developed or Identified an 
instrument for measuring attitudes toward reading. 

The teacher has developed or Identified an 
Instrument for measuring attitudes toward 
reading for the entire class. 

Performance of students Is measured In 
terms of objectives set for each Individual. 

Performance of students Is measured in 
terms of objectives set for the entire class. 

Visible records are kept of class performance. 

Records of each student's performance are kept 
with respect to each objective. 

Students are kept Informed of their progress. 
Students are involved In self- evaluation. 
Parents are Informed of students' progress. 
No indication 



Number of 
Classrooms 
in Which 
Proc6dure 
Used 

23 



17 



18 



17 



17 



17 



15 



23 



20 



23 



20 



23 



Total Funding for 1972-73 school year: $30. 000 
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J. AND RE COMMENDATIONS REPORTED IN 



Project Objectives and Degree of Accomplishment * 




STUDENT 
Student Attitude 


X 








X 


Student Behavior 












Student Reading Achievement 


X 




X 






Reading' Related Skills 












TEACHER 
Teacher Competency 












Teacher Attitude 


X 








X 


Teacher Behavior 












PARENT/COMMUNITY 












Parent/Community 
Involvement 


Parent Attitude 












PROGRAM 
Information Dissemination 












Individualization of 
Instruction 












Innovations 












Inservice Training 












Additional Materials, 
Services or Personnel 













t'Sites may have indicated program success under "Program Objectives 
and Degree of Accomplishment" or under "Major Findings". The 
reader should refer to both sections for a complete understanding of 
how successful the program was according to data in the self-evaluation. 
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2* Major Findin f>fl« 




^ITE DID NOT CLEARLY STATE FINDINGS 



. reader sh^SKS?S>bo«?^£Sf'^ 

Cj^r^ 678 :.■ 



Recommendations contained within the self -evaluation reports 
were categorized into the areas listed below* An ''X*' indicates that 
the site made a recommendation with regard to that particular area, 

More emphasis on reading-related skills 

Increased emphasis on improving student achievement 

•■ Increased emphasis on improving student attitude 
^^^^ More remedial help 

increased effort to involve parents /commuhity 
^ ^ Increased school-parent communications 

X More staff training 
' ■ , . ^ ■ More emphasis on diagnostics-prescriptive approach 
More emphasis on individualization of instruction 

X Expand program within school/school district 
More mate rials /equipment/ personnel 

X Increased emphasis on improving teacher competency 

Increased emphasis on improving teacher attitude 

Improved evaluation techniques 

\ Re-definition of needs 

Improved communication with HEW 

Continued funding 

SITE DID NOT CLEARLY STATE RECOMMENDATIONS 
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Bill 

■■ ■■■■ ^.s'Vir:'-, 



■IK 



SMS 

ill 

9» 



■■■■ 



Schools 4506 



■:■ ^^^^^^^^^^^^^ 
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INDIVIDUAL SITE ASSESSMENT 



School! 4506 



Grades; K-3 



School Characteristics 
1. Geographic Region 



A B C D* E F 
< I i IX I I I 



estates in this region are: Arizona, Arkansas, California, 
New Mexico, Oklahoma, Texas 



2. Urban-Rural Index 



Urban 



Suburban 



Rural 



3. Student Population (Total School) 



Total Reported Enrollment 733 



Total Students in Each Grade Level 

OrAde No. of Students Grad e No. of Students 



K 
1 

2 
3 
4 
5 
6 



161 



168 



180 



206 



7 
8 
9 

10 
11 
12 



Spec Ed 



18 



Student Ethnicity (Total School) 

American Indian 

Asian 

Black 

Mexican American 
Puerto Rican 
White 
Other 



Percent 



36 



61 
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ff^' Right to Read Student CharacteHstlcs 



' H ; Amount of Time in Progi'attiS 1972-73 School Year 



Qyade 


Total 
No. of 
Studenta 




Percent 


Indian 


Black 


Mexican 
American 


Asian 
American 


Puerto 
Rican 


Whito 




k 
















1 


168 




2 


41 


1 






■:; j 


z 


180 




2 


41 


1 ^ 








3 


206 


1 


2 


41 


1 








4 














Do 






















6 
















,^ — 


7 


















8 


















9 


















10 






- 

■ i 

_ 1 










11 
















» 


12 






J 

1 

I 








• ■ - r 

t 




































. . .: . 1 
■ f 


















— -1 

J 
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3* 



ncacllnj; Gains for l97i:-,7:) School Yoar-:^ 
(sc« Vol. Hi Y, a for c1( lailod ropon) 



Qrade Lovol 
(includc«s only Icvelo 
for which duta were 
reported) 



M ean Gain per Month St. Dev; 



1 


2.1 


0.^ 


2 


1.6 




3 


1. 1 




4 












6 







o Overall Mean Gain for School 



(means adjusted for differing class sizes) 

Name of Standardized rTna 
Test(s) Used .^1"^ . 



1.1 



Right to Road Teacher Characteristics 
6 Total Number Reported 



^ M oan 

^ Age no 

e No, Years Teaching Experience 

Male 

« Sex No, 

Percent 



Rang e 




Fcitiale 



Ethnicity 



Degree 

Area of 
Degree 



Mexican Puerto 



No 



No. 

Percent 


2 






10 




\Q 






10 






45 




45 







No. [ 



EA or BS MA or MS PhD 

n 2 I I 



Other No Indication 

I 



Human- Fine No Indl. 

Educ Soc Sci ities Arts Ph ys Sci Math Other cation 

No. i 18 I 1 - 1 1 I I . I \~rr~ \ 

Read Reading Bilingual Multi No 
Spec Teacher S pec Subject Other Indication 

No. r~V~i I ?. — r^i7 I 2 { 



Job Title 

_ . , . . Inner City Urban Sub urban Rural No Indication 

Index''"'' < ^ > » ^ ' > 



Total number of classes for which achievement data were reported : 19 



ERIC 
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• Teacher Altitude Toward Right To Road Feature's 

(figures indicate number of teachers responding) No Indica- 

^^on or Not 
Mil9ilY5i}£H Included 





Excellent 


Good 


AjdccjuaUj 


Poor 


Very Poor 


In Prof?ri<-i^i' 


Parent Involve- 
mcnt 




3 


10 


6 




\' ' 3 


In- service 
Training 


9 


9 


•4 








Reading 
Specialist 


16 












Instructional 
Materials 


6 


7 


3 


5 







o Teacher Preference Ref;arding Continuing ^o 
Teach in Right To Read Progrann next year; 

Yes 

Yes, if changes are made 

Questionable 

No 

No Response 
Identification of Pro)oct Director 



No; of 
Teachers: 



JLL. 



11 



District 


Principal 


Reading 
Specialist 


Reading 
Teacher 


Classroom 
Teacher 


Other 


No Title 
Indicated 




X 
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E. Effectiveness of Right To Read Material! 



Program Planning Procedure 
(PPP) 



Very- 
Useful 


Useful 


Not 
Useful 


No 

Indication 


1 .X 









' . ; v-"»*»o guiuing me scnool in such areas ai 

n^Irff JnTl?"".!"*' i**!."'iratio» and prioritizing of student 
I..! t objectives, identification of basic reading approaches. 
ZI/m^K''^ organisations. Also supplifd information 

on redircH'tion of existing resources to support the new program) 

Ways in which PPP was used in program: 

f«H''pi?*'^^ if S*'^!/^"''".^^ Identification Listing Ongoing No 

and Planning Student/Te;.rh^r Needs of Ob,iectives Priorities EvaL ^ Indication 



e.* / \ ^ Very Not No 
Status and Reporting Center Useful ; ^eful Useful In dication 
(S and RC) - ' ~ " ^ ' — 



m.nt ^'^^ charts guiding th6 school in community involve 

^itlf I f ^^t!"^"8 of activities, and liaison with surrounding 
schools and Right to Read, Washington. D. C.) "unaing 

Ways in which S and RC was used: 

Program Student/Teacher Task Disolav o / 

Planning Needs Assessment Assignments Pr^^la^n Progress S^tc""'' 



Forecast Information No 
Outcomes Dissemination Indication 
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j"* technicai Assistant Utilization 

# Rating o£ Helpfulnesss Very Not No 

Helpful Helpful Helpful Indication 



Technical As sis tant Activities s 



1, Program planning 

2, Program implementation 

3, Interpret Right to Read 
planning materials 

4/ Work on the Unit Task Force 

5. Develop Work Statement/ 
Proposal 

6; Develop or Identify 
curriculum matetials 

7t Needs assessment 

8. Diagnosis /prescription 

9/ Identify objectives 

IG. Staff development 



1 1« Identify alternate ap|>roache8 

12. Develop team teachln^g 

13. Observe classes 

14. Advise on parental 
Involvement 

15/ Recommend consultants 

16# Budget planning 

17. Evaluation 

18« Liaison with Right to Readt 
Washington/ D/C, 

19. Plan for 1973^74 program 

20. No indication of activity 
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G. Parent Involvement 



# Extent of 

Involvement 



• Activities: 

1, Unit Task Force 

2, Program planning 
Program implementation 

4. Develop materials 

5. Purchase/repair materials 

6. Aides, tutors, volunteers 
7» Advisory council 

8, Workshops, conferences 



High Medium Low No Indicati -> i 



X 



9* Reading is Fundamontal 

10, PTA, open iiouse^ other 
traditional meetings 

11, Supplementary activities 

12, Community relations 

13, Information dissemination 
14« No indication 



i 

U 

Li 
.J 



ERIC 
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Teacher Aides 



Percentage of Teachers I^eportlng Aides 

• Worked in classrooms 

• Were paid 

• Were: Parent 

Student teacher 

CotDmunity organization member 

High school student 

Other 

• Average number of hours aides worked 
per semester 

• Types oi Activities Performed: 
Tutoring students 

Marking tests 
Distributing materials 
Working in small and large groups 
Preparing materials 

Liaison with parents and other outside personnel 
Bus monitoring 

Supervising recreational activities in or outside 
class 

Classroom maintenance 
Supervising field trips 
Other 



A2k 



14% 



165 



X 



X 



Teacher rating of aides* effectiveness (figures indicate number 
of teachers reporting data) 

Very Very 
Effective Effective Ineffective Ineffective 
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I. Program Characteristics 



1. In$ervice Training : 

• Individuals responsible for training: 
Consultants 

Technical Assistant Team (TAT) members 
Project director 
Reading specialist 
Classtoom teacher 
No indication 



Individuals trained: 



Reading specialist/teacher 

Classroom teachers 

Other staff 

Paraprofessionals 

Parents 

No indication 



• Training ivreas- 

Learning theory 

Student background and self 
concept 

Language development 

Motor and perceptual skills 

Right to Read Program 

Diagnostic/ prescriptive 
approach 



Instructional approach 

Instruct onal materials 

Teaching techniques 

Classroom organization and 
management 

Evaluation 

No indication 
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Training Methoris: 



Group or Individual meetings, seminars, workshops, 
conferences 

School visitations, demonstration teaching, classioom 
observations 

University courses 

Video taping, audio-visuals, multi-media 
No indication 



Unit Task Force Activities 

Planning Phase 

# Rating of helpfulness: 



Very Not No 

H elpful ^ Helpful Helpful Indication 



UTF Members: 



Consultants 

Administrators 

Reading specialist 

Teachers 

Parents 

Others 

No Indication 



Frequency of meetings: 



Very 






No 


Frequent 


Frequent 


Infrequent 


Indication 











ERIC 
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Types of Activities: 



Meet with TATs 

Develop proposal or work 
statement 

Needs assessment 

Develop diagnostic/prescriptive 
approach 

Identify objectives 
Gather data 
Complete PPP 



Develop materials 
Inservice training 
Budget 

Information dissemination 
Develop tests 
Evaluatlbn 
No indication 



Implementation Phase 

• Rating of Helpfulness: 



UTF members: 



Very 
Helpful 


Helpful 


Not 

Helpful 


No 

Indication 




X 1 II 



Consultants 

Administrators 

Reading specialist 

Teachers 

Parents 

Others 

No indication 



F requency of Meetings: 



Very 

Frequent Frequent 



No 



X 



Infrequent Indication 
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Ty|>ed of Activities: 



Meet with TATs/conaultants 

Develop criteria for student 
Selection or placement 

Student diagnosis 

Identify tutors 

Inservlce training 

Develop community involvement 
activities 



X 



Status and reporting activities 

Record progress 

Serve on special committee^ 

Review program progress 

Information dissemination 

Evaluation 

No indication 



3, Components of Diagnostic/Prescriptive Approach; 



Individualized prescription 
Identification of student skill levels 
Teacher observation 
Contracts 

Individualized Instruction 
Progress checklists 
Testing 

Review case histories 

Staff conferences 

Student /teacher conferences 



Supplementary materials 
Games I manipulatives 
Audio- Visual, Multimedia 
Commercially made programs 
Student grouping 
Special classes « 
Skill sessions 
Field trips 

Reading/language center 
Reading speciallsti tutors 
Language experience approach 
Basal text instruction 
No indication 
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4* 



Program Location?* 



Reading is taught as a separate subject 

Reading is taught indirectly 
through other subject matter 

Special assistance is provided outside- the 
classroom for students in special need of 
reading help 

No indication 



Mean Number of 
Semester Hours 
Reported per Class 



102 



ill 



5. Studont/Teacher Organization; 



Single teacher--multi-subjects 

Reading specialist (responsible for more 
than one class) 

Team teachers 

Students doing crOss-age teaching 

Tutor-specialist 

Tutor-aide 

Other 

No indication 



Mean Number of 
Semester Hours 
Reported per Class 



123 



12 



22 



6. 



Student Organization: 



Individualized reading instruction 
Small groups (5 or fewer students) 
Large groups (6 or more students) 
No indication 



Mean Number of 
Semester Hours 
Reported per Class 



55 



"Information on items four through ten was obtained by asking teachers to renort 
on each class they taught. Total number of classes for whic^h Lta were reposed. 



reported ; 22 
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mm 



Classroom Language (All Clasdes Combined): 



Standard Englidh 
Non-Standard EngHsh 
Spanish 
French 

Anierican Indian 
language or dialect 

Japanese 
No* indication 



Language o£ Instruction Native Language of Students 
(% o£ Time Language (% of Students Speaking 
^sed) . Language ) 



-21- 



23 



8. 



Reading Approach: 



Meaning emphasis 
Code emphasis 
Linguistics 
Modified alphabet 
Responsive environmei?t 
Programmed learning 
Individualized reading 
Language experience 
Eclectic or teacher's own 
Other 

No indication 



Mean Number of 
Semester Hours 
Reported per Class 



42 



49 



16 



13 



12 



48 



22 
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9* 



Techniques Used for Reading Instruction: 



Machine- based programmed 
instruction 

Other programmed instruction 
Gaming/ simulation 

Instructional TV 
Interactive media 
Intensive involvement 
Discussion groups 
Demonstration- performance 
Lecture 
Contracts 

Use of supplementary materials 
Other 

No indication 



Mean Number of 
Semester Hours 
Reported per Class 



-45- 



EKLC 
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10« Classroom Evaluation Procedures: 



Diagnostic reading tests are used with most or 
all students to determine individual reading needs, 

The t'^acher has formulated or selected 
specific objectives for each student* 

The teacher has formulated or selected 
specific objectives for the entire class. 

The teacher has developed or identified an 
instrument for measuring attitudes toward reading. 

The teacher has developed or identified an 
instrument for measuring attitudes toward 
reading for the entire class, 

Performance of students is measured in 
terms of objectives set for each individual , 

Performance of students is measured in 
terms of objectives set for the entire class, 

Visible records are kept of class performance* 

Records of each students performance are kept 
with respect to each objective « 

Students are kept informed of their progress. 
Students are involved in self* evaluation, 
Parents are informed of students' progress, 
No indication 



Number of 
Classrooms 
in Which 
Procedure 
Used 



22 



22 



16 



22 



14 



22 



21 



22 



13 



22 



11. Total Funding for 1972*73 school year: No cle^r inHir^ H^n 
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^' Project Objectives and Degree of Accoropltshment 




O I U i^JCtflN JL 

Student Attitude 


X 




X 






Student Beha^vior 












Student Reading Achievettient 


X 






• 




Reading-Related SkiUs 


X 




X 






TEACHER 
Teacher Competency 




— — . 
. X 








Teacher Attitude 












Teacher Behavior 












PARENT/COMMUNITY 












Parent /Community 
Involvement 


Parent Attitude 












PROGRAM 
Information Dissemination 












Individualization of 
Instruction 












Innovations 












Inservice Training 












Additicmal Materials^ 
Services or Personnel 













«Site8 may have indicated program success under "Program Objectives 
and Degree of Accomplishment" or under "Major Findings". The 
reader should refer to both sections for a complete understanding of 
how successful the program was according to data in the self-evaluation. 
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2. Major Finding 8» 



it'"^ / A ti A. 



STUDENT 
Reading Achievement 


X 






Reading -Related Skills 






X 


oociai oKiiis 






A 


Attitude 


V 
A 






Competency 


X 






Attitude 






X 


Teacher -Student Relations 






X 


Teacher -Staff Relations 






X 


PARENT/COMMUNITY 






X 


Support 


Involvement 






X 


PROGRAM 
Success of Inservice Training 


X 






Program Flexibility 






X 


Helpfulness of Technical Assistance 








Signiflca^it Changes in Reading 
Approach 






X 


Individualization of Instruction 


X 






Value of Assistance from 
Aides /Volunteers 






. , . X.., 



SITE DID NOT CLEARLY STATE FINDINGS 



«Sit«8 may have indicated program success under "Major Findings*' or 
under "Program Objectives and Degree of Accomplithment". The 
reader should refer to both sections for a complete understanding of 
how successful the program was according to data tii thi irtf-evaluatlon. 

O 



3* Program Recommendations 



Recommendations contained within the self-evaluation reports 
were categorized into the areas listed below. An "X" indicates that 
the site made a recommendation with regard to that particular area. 

More emphasis on readings-related skills 

Increased emphasis on improving student achievement 
Increased emphasis on improving student attitude 
More remedial help 

Increased effort to involve parents /community 

. Increased school-parent communications 
X More staff training 

X More emphasis on diagnostic-prescriptive approach 
X More emphasis on individualization of instruction 
X Expand program within school/ school district 

^ More materials/equipment/personnel 

^^^^ Increased emphasis on improving teacher competency 

Increased emphasis on improving teacher attitude 

Improved evaluation techniques 

Re -definition of needs 

Improved communication with HEW 

Continued funding 

SITE DID NOT CLEARLY STATE RECOMMENDATIONS 
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School! 4510 




INDIVIDUAL SITE ASSESSMENT 

School; 4510 

Grades: PreK-6 

A. School Characteristics 

ABC D* E F 

1. Geographic Region | I I | X I | 1 

•^States in this region are: Arizona, Arkansas, California. 
New Mexico, Oklahoma, Texas 

2. Urban- Rural Index 
Urban Suburban Rural 



3. Student Population (Total School) 

• Total Reported Enrollment 1076 

• Total Students in Each Grade Level 

Grade No. of Students Grade No. of Students 
PreK- K 107 7 _____ 

1 140 8 zzzzn 

2 145 9 ' 

3 185 10 

4 182 11 

5 136 12 

6 181 



Student Ethnicity (Total School) 



Percent 



American Indian 
Asian 

Black 8 
Mexican American 88 

Puerto Rican 

White ~ 
Other 
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B. Right to Read Student CharacteHstics 



1. Amount of Time in Program: 1972-73 School Year 

2. Number of Right to Read Students in Each Grade Level 
and Ethnic Breakdown 



Grade 


Total 
No. of 

Students 


Percent 


American 
Indian 


Black 


Mexican 
American 


Asian 
American 


Puerto 
Ricah 


White 


Other 


K 


















1 


140 




7 


88 






6 




2 


145 




12 


83 






4 


— i 


3 


185 




8 


88 






4 


— 

1 


4 


182 




7 


91 






2 




5 


136 




7 


88 






5 


1 

.4 


6 


181 




9 


86 






5 


7 
















1 

\ 


8 
















— 1 


9 


















10 


i 

1 














11 
















( 

1 


12 

















( 










. 


























4 


















1 


















— -I 
1 
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c. 



3. 



noudiixg GHins for 19??.- 7 3 Scliool Yoai':« 
(see Vol. n, V, A for dciailo<3 ropovl.) 


• 




o Ovado Lcvo) 

(includos only levels 
for which data were 
reported) 


Muan Gfiin per Montli 


St. Dev. 
0, 5 


1 




0.7 


Z 




0.7 


1. 1 


3 




0.8 


1. 0 


4 




1.2 


1.4 


5 




1.4 





JLSl 



Overall Mean Gain for School ^ 

(ineans adjusted for differing class sizies) 

M6t.Readi^ «>ftft, 



1.3 



Name of Standardized 
Test(s) Used 



ifordl Diagnostic 



Rifiht to Read Teacher Characteristics 
o Total Number Reported 



Age 

No. Years Teaching Experience { 9 | 

Male 

Sex No. 

Percent 



Mean Range 
I ■ 34 i [ZzQt55+ ,~1 



1-26 



Female 













100 



Ethnicity 



Mexican Puerto 



No 



No* 

Percent 







7 


7 




4 










^5 • 


36 




20 







o Degree 

• Area of 
Degree 



Job Title 



No. [T 



BA or BS MA or MS 



PhD O 'l or No Indication 

111 1 



Human- Fine No Ii\di. 
Educ So c Sci ities Arts PhysSci Ma th Other cation 
No. } 19 I ■ ~~ 



I 



I 



I 



1 I 



Read Reading Bilingual Multi No 
Spec Teacher Spec Subj ect Other Indication 



„^ , Inner City Urban Suburban Rural No Indic ation 
Index 1- 4 ^ I 10 | j \ | J 



Total number of classes for which achievement data were reported: 



27 



•RIC 
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Teacher Atliludo Toward Right To Read Features 
(figures indicate number of teachers responding) No Indica- 
tion or Not 
'Included 



Effectiveness 





Excellent 


Good 


Adequate 


Poor 


Very Poor 


in Pro},'rivm 


Parent Involve- 
ment 


1 


2 




3 




13 


In- service 
Training 


1 


6 


1 


3 


3 


5 


Reading 
Specialist 


3 


5 


4 


2 




5 


Instructional 
Materials 


5. 


7 


3 


1 




3 



D. 



0 Teacher Preference Regarding Continuing ^o 
Teacli in Right To Read Program next year: 

Yes 

Yes, if changes are made 

Questionable 

No 

No Response 
Identification of Project Director 



No; of 
Teacliers: 



11 



District 
Supt. 


Principal 


Reading 
Specialist 


Reading 
Teacher 


Classroom 
Teacher 


Other 


No Title 
Indicated 






X 
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E. Effectiveness of Right To Read Materials 

• Program Planning Procedure 
(PPP) 



Very Not No 

Useful Useful Useful Indication 



(A document with charts guiding the school in such areas as 
parent involvementi identification and prioritizing of student 
needs and objectives* identification of basic reading approaches/ 
materialSiand program organizations. Also supplied information 
on redirection of existing resources to support the new program) 



Ways in which PPP was used in program: 

Structuring Identification of Identification Listing Ongoing No 





X 




X 







Very 



Not 



No 



{S and RC) 





X 







(A document with charts guiding the school in community involve- 
ment during planning of activities, and liaison with surrounding 
schools and Right to Read, Washington, C.) 



Ways in which S and RC was used: 



Program Student /Teacher Task 
Planning Needs Assessment Assignments 


Display 

Program Progress 


Reference 
Source 


X 








. 



Forecast Information No 
Outcomes Oils semination Indication 
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F/ Technical As9i8tant Utlliasation 

• Rating of Helpfulness: Vety Not No 

Helpful Helpful Helpful Indication 



Technical Assistant Activities: 



1 . Program planning 

2. Program implementation 

3. Interpret Right to Read 
planning materials 

4. Work on the Unit Task Force 

5. Develop Work Statement/ 
Proposal 

6. Develop or identify 
curriculum materials 

7« Needs assessment 

8« Diagnosis/prescription 

9» Identify objectives 

1 0* Staff development 



11, Identify alternate approaches 
12« Develop team teaching 

13. Observe classes 

14. Advise on parental 
involvement 

15. Recommend consultants 

16. Budget planning 

17. Evaluation 

18. Liaison with Right to Read, 
Washington, D,C, 

19. Plan for 1973-74 program 

20. No indication of activity 
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0/ Patent Involvement 



Extent of 
Involve mrmt 



# Activltiea: 

U Unit Task Force 

2« Program planning 

3, Program implementation 

4, Develop materials 

5» Purchase /repair materials 

6. Aides, tutors, volunteers 

7* Advisory council 

8. Workshops, conferences 



High Medium Low No Indication 



X 



1 



9. Reading is Fundamental 

10, PTA, oi^n housei other 
traditional nneeiings 

1 It Supplementary activities 

1 2. Community relations . 

13. Information dissem^ 

14. No indication 



ERLC 
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Teacher Aidea 

Percentage of Teachers Reporting Aides 

# Worked in classrooms 

# Were paid 

# Were: Parent 

Student teacher 

Community organization member 

High school student 

Other 

# Average number of hours aides v/orked 
per semester 

# Types of Activities Performed: 
Tutoring students 

Marking tests 

Distributing materials 

Working in small and large groups 

Preparing materials 

Liaison with parents and other outside personnel 
Bus monitoring 

Supervising recreational activities in or outside 
class 

Classroom maintenance 
Supervising field trips 
Other 



84 



37 



5% 



5% 



1A% 



347 



X 



X 



X 



X 



X 



X 



X 



X 



X 



Teacher rating of aides* effectiveness (figures indicate number 
of teachers reporting data) 



Very 
Effective 


Effective 


Ineffective 


Very 

Ineffective 


10 


6 
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I. Program CharacterUtics 



!• Inservice Training ; 

• Individuals responsible for training: 

Consultants 

Technical Assistant Team (TAT) members 
Project director 
Reading specialist 
Classroom teacher 
No indication 

# Individuals trained: 

Reading specialist/teacher 

Classroom teachers 

Other staff 

Paraprofe ssionals 

Parents 

No indication 



• Training ar^as* 

Learning theory 

Student background and self 
concept 

Language development 

Motor and perceptual skills 

Right to Read Program 

Diagnostic/ prescriptive 
approach 



Instructional approach 

Instructional materials 

Teaching techniques 

Classroom organization and 
management 

Evaluation 

No indication 
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Training Methods: 

Group or individual meetingSi seminarai workshops* 
conference 8 

School visitations, demonstration teachlngi classroom 
observations 

University courses 

Videotaping, audio •visual a, multi-media 
No indication 



Unit Task Force Activities 
Planning Phase 

# Rating o£ helpfulness: Very Not No 

Helpful Helpful Helpful Indication 



UTF Members: 



Consultants 

Administrators 

Reading specialist 

Teachers 

Parents 

Others 

No indication 



Frequency of meetings: 



Very 






No 


Frequent 


Frequent 


Infrequent 


Indication 
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• Types o£ Activities: 



Meet with TATs 

Develop proposal or work 
statement 

Needs assessment 

Develop diagnostic/prescriptive 
approach 

Identify objectives 
Gather data 
Complete PPP 



Develop materials 
Inservice training 
Budget 

Information dissemination 
Develop tests 
Evaluation 
No Indication 



Implementation Phase 



• Rating of Helpfulness: 

Very Not No 



Helpful 


Helpful 


Helpful 


Indication 








X 1 



• UTF members: 



Consultants 
Administrators 
Reading specialist 
Teachers 
Parents 
Others 

No indication >f 
• Frequency of Meetings: 

V^^y No 
Frequent Frequent Infrequent Indication 
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• Type? of Activities: 



Meet with TATs /consultants 

Develop criteria for student 
y3eil^ctloii or placement 

Student diagnosis 

Identify tutors 

Inservice training 

Develop community involvement 
activities 



Status and reporting activities 

Record progress 

Serve on special committees 

Review program progress 

Information dissemination 

Evaluation 

No Indication 



Components of Diagnostic /Prescriptive Approach; 



Individualized prescription 
Identification of student skill 1 evels 
Teacher observation 
Contracts 

Individualized instruction 
Progress checklists 
Testing 

Review case histories 
Staff conferences 
Student/teacher conferences 



Supplementary materials 
Games, manlpulatlves 
Audio- Visual, Multimedia 
Commercially made programs 
Student grouping 
Special classes 
Skill sessions 
Field trips 

Reading /language center 
Reading specialist, tutors 
Language experience approach 
Basal text instruction 
No indication 
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^1 



7. Classroom Language (All Classes Combined): 



L mguage of Instruction Native Language of Students 
(% of Time Language (% of Students Speaking 
Used) . Ijangaage 



? • Standard English 


76% 






:i3>;y Non-standard English 


7 




17 


'S^- Spanish , . 


17 




?6 


iji- French 








M American Indian 
■^i language or dialect 

fj- Japanese 














No iuJicatlon 




8 



8. 



Reading Approach: 



Meaning emphasis 
Code emphasis 
Linguistics 
Modified alphabet 
Responsive environment 
Programmed learning 
Individualized reading 
l anguage experience 
Eclectic or teacher^s own 
Other 

No indication 



Mdan Number of 
Semester Hours 
Repbtted i>0t Cldss 



16. 



11 



16 



42 



63 



4, 



Program Location:* 



Reading is taught as a separate subject 

Reading is taught indirectly 
through other subject matter 

Special assistance is provided outside the 
classroom for students in special need of 
reading help 

No indication 



Mean Number of 
Semester Hours 
Reported per Class 



90 



in 



28 



5. 



Student/Teacher Organization: 



Single teacher--multi-subjects 

Reading specialist (responsible for more 
than one class) 

Team teachers 

Students doing cross -age teaching 

Tutor-specialist 

Tuiur-aide 

Other 

No indication 



Mean Number of 
Semester Hours 
Reported per Class 



383 



14 



28 



il 
_52 

59 



6. 



Student Organization: 



Individualized reading instruction 
Small groups {5 or fewer students) 
Ij^rgc groups (6 or more students) 
No indication 



Mean Number of 
Semester Hours 
Reported per Class 



64 



56 



50 



^^Information on items four through ten was obtained by asking teachers to report 
on each class they taught^ Total number of classes for which data were reported: 19 



Techniques Used for Reading Inatructlonj 



Machine* based programmed 
instruction 

Other programmed instruction 
Gaming/simulation 
Instructional TV 
Interactive media 
Intensive involvement 
Discussion groups 
Demonstration- performance 
Lecture 
Contracts 

Use of supplementary materials 
Other 

No indication 



Mean Number of 
Semester Hours 
Hepoirted per Class 



25 



11 



8 



38 



36 



18 



33 



EKLC 
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Claesroom Evaluation Procedures: 



Diagnostic reading tests are used with most or 
all students to determine individual reading needs. 

Tho tbacher has formulated or selected 
specific objectives for each Student. 

The teacher has formulated or selected 
specific objectives for the entire class* 

The teacher has developed or Identified an 
Instrument for measuring attitudes toward reading. 

The teacher has developed or Identified an 
instrument for measuring attitudes toward 
reading for the entire class* 

Performance of students is measured in 
terms of objectives set for each individual. 

Performance of students is measured in 
terms of objectives set for the entire class « 

Visible records are kept of class performance. 

Records of each student's performance are kept 
with respect to each objective. 

Students are kept informed of their progress. 
Students are involved in self- evaluation. 
Parents are Informed of students' progress » 
No indication 



Number of 
Classrooms 
in Which 
Procedure 
Used 



16 



14 



12 



12 



8 



11 



13 



16 



15 



17 



Total Funding for 1972-73 school year: Not clearly in dicated 
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J» MAJOR FINI^mGS AN0 RECOKiMBNmTION^ REPORTED m 



!♦ Project Objectives and Degree of AccoittpUahment » 



Project Objectives 




/O * C V/ 


/ 




STUDENT 
Student Attitude 


X 


X 








Student Belutvlor 












Studont Re^dlh^ Achievement 


X 




X 






Readint|l«* Related Skills 


X 










TEACHER 
Teacher Competency 


X 




X 






Teacher Attitude 












Teacher Behavior 












PARfiNT/COlvIMONlTY 

Pa r ent /C omniunity 
Involvement 


X 


.X 








Parent Attitude 












PROORAM 
Information Dissemination 












Individualization of 
Instruction 












Innovations 












ibis er vice Training 












Additional Materials, 
Services or Personnel 













<<Site8 may have Indicated program success under "Program Objectives 
and Degree of Accomplishment*' or under ''Major Findings". The 
reader should refer to both sections for a complete understanding of 
how successful the program was according to data In the sel(-»evaluatlon. 
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2v Major Findings* 



Major Area 




STUDENT 
Reading Achievement 


X 






Reading -Related Skills 






X 


Social Skills 


X 






Attitude 


X 






TEACHER 
Competency 




X 




Attitude 






X 


Teacher -Student Relations 






X 


Teacher-Staff Relations 






X 


PARENT/COMMUNIT Y 
Support 








Involvement 


X 






PROGRAM 
Success of Inservlce Training 




X 




Program Flexibility 






X 


Helpfulness of Technical Assistance 




X 




Significant Changes in Reading 
Approach 






X 


Individualization of Instruction 






X 


Value of Assistance from 
Aides /Volunteers 






X 



SITE DID NOT CLEARLY STATE FINDINGS 



"^Sites may have indicated pro^*ram success under '^Major Findings*' or 
under ^'Program Objectiveti and Degree of Accomplishment** . The 
reader should refer to both sections for a complete under itanding of 
how successful the program was according to data in the self- evaluation* 



3, Program Recommendations 



Recommendations contained within the self-evaluation reports 
were categorized into the areas listed below, An ^'X*' indicates that 
the site made a recommendation with regard to that particular area. 

More emphasis on reading-^related skills 

Increased emphasis on improving student achievement 

Increased emphasis on improving student attitude 

^^^^ More remedial help 

_ Increased effort to involve parents/community 

Increased school-parent communications 

X More staff training 

More emphasis on diagno8tic-*prescriptiv6 approach 

More emphasis on individualization of instruction 

Expand program within school/school district 

More materials/equipment/personnel 

X Increased emphasis on improving teacher competency 

Increased emphasis on improving teacher attitude 

Improved evaluation te'.hniques 

Re -definition of needs 

Improved communication with HEW 

Continued funding 

X More technical assistance 

SITE DID NOT CLEARLY STATE RECOMMENDATIONS 
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School: 4511 



ERIC 



INDIVIDUAL SITE ASSESSMENT 



School: 4511 



Grades: K-6 



A. School Characteristics 
Geographic Region 



ABC D * E F 

f . I I -Ullze: 



estates in this region are: Arizona, Arkansas, Caiiiornia, 
New Mexico, Oklahoma, Texas «"worni«. 



2. Urban- Rural Index 
Urban 



Suburban 



Rural 



3. Student Population (Total School) 

• Total Reported Enrollment 74^ 



• Total Students in Each Grade Level 



Grade No. of Students 



K 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 



99 



Grade No. of Students 
7 



116 



115 



106 



102 



104 



8 
9 

10 
11 
12 



80 



Spec Ed 27 



Student Ethnicity (Total School) 

American Indian 

Asian 

Black 

Mexican American 
Puerto Rican 
White 
Other 



Percent 



14 



71 



14 



ERIC 
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Right to Read Student Ch&^acteristics 

l> Anjount of Tifti© ihProgtamt 1972^73 School Year 

2, Number ol Right to Read Students in Each Grade Level 
arid Ethnic Breakdown 





r 

Total 




Percent 


Grade 


students 


American 
In<^ian 


Black 


Mexican 
American 


Asian 
American 


Puerto 
Rican 


White 


Other 


K 


99 




31 


68 






1 




1 


116 


_ 


28 


70 






3 


^ 


2 


115 




24 


71 






4 




3 


106 




18 


75 






8 




4 


102 




23 


75 






3 




5 


104 




21 


73 






6 


I 


6 


80 




16 


76 






8 


7 
















1 
1 


8 




— .—^ — » 












■' 1 


9 


















10 









I 










11 


■ 






















i 










r— ' 


Spec E< 


27 




-H 

7 


85 






7 
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3t Xoaclinfj Gjujim for lOVP'. .?3 School Vuav>!^ 
(uiiu Vol, 11> V, A for (Ifitnilod r(?povl) 

(includofi oiily levoUt 
for v/hich data were 



Name of Standardised 
TestiB) Used 



reported) Moan Gain por Month 


St. Dev. 


1 


2 


0.6 


0. 1 


3 


0.5 


O.T* 


4 


0.5 


0>9 


5 


0.9 


1.4 


6 


1.5 


1.6 


Overall Mean Gain for School 


0.8 


1.1 


{moans adjusted for differing clacs 


eizon) 





MAT, Sta nford ^Diagnostic 



C. 



• 

o 



Right to Road Teacher Characteristic s 
e Total Numbor Reported 

P Ago 

o No* Years Teaching Experience ) 14 ' { 

Male 



Mean Range 



1-30 



] 



Sox 



No. 

Percent 



Fomale 



22u 



3X 



Mexican Puerto No 
Ethnicity Amr lrd Asia n Black Amor Ri can White Other Indlcntlon 

No. 
Percent 



Degree 

Area of 
Degree 



Job Title 



No. [ 









2 




15 










26 


10 




64 






BA or BS MA or MS PhD Other 


No Indication 


1 22 




2 


1 








Educ Soc Sci 


Human- Fine 
itles Arts 


; No Indl 
PhysScl Math Other catloj* 


21 1 




1 


1 1 


1 


i 






Read 
Spec 


Reading Bilingual 
Teacher Spec 


Multi 
Subject 


No 

Other Indication 




, , 3. ., . 


1 


I 


12 


1 S 


1 





Inner Cit y Urban Suburban Rural No Indication 
Residential No. | 2 l ib \ i f | ' 1 \ 

Index 



Total number of classes for which achievement data were reported; 1 5 
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(flguroe iudlcnto nmnbor of tcachore ro«pondlne) No li\dlca- 

mclurtecl 



Parent involve • 
mont 

Itii-Korvlce 
Training 

SpeclaUet 

Infitruclional 
Materials 



ExcoUon t GootV Adof tu^^ in Pyp; . yum 



II 



12 



13 



0 Teacher Prefei-once Regarding Continuing *o 
Teach in Right To Road Prograir) next your: 

Yes 

Yes, if changes are made 

Questio!<ablo 

No 

Mo Rer.ponee 
Ideniificatioii of Project Director 



No; of 
Toacliors: 



pistric' ^ Reading Reading Claopvoom No Title 

Supt. Principal St ^ecialist Teacher Ttir^rhr.v Other InrUcutod 

[_1 



E. Effectlveneas of Right To Read Materiala 

• Program Planning Procedure 
(PPP) 



Very Not No 

Useful Useful Useful Indication 



L 



X 



(A document with charts guiding the school in such areas as 
parent involvement, identification and prioritieing of student 
needs and objectives, identification of basic reading approaches, 
materials, and program organiaations, Also supplied Information 
on redirection of existing resources to support the new programi 

Ways in which PPP was used in program: 

Structuring Identification of Identification Listing Ongoing No 

and Planning Student/Teacher Needs of Objectives Priorities Eval. Indication 



Very Not No 

Stattis and Reporting Center Useful Useful Useful Indication 
(S and RC) 



(A document with charts guiding the school in community involve" 
ment during planning of activities, and liaison with surrounding 
schools and Right to Read, Washington, D. C.) 

Ways in which S and RC was used: 

Program Student /Teacher Task Display Reference 

Planning Needs Assessment Assignments Program Progress Source 



Forecast Information No 
Outcomes fii's semination Indication 
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F. Technical A$el8tant Utillgation 



• Rating of Helpfulness: 


Very 




Not 


No 


Helpful 


Helpful 


Helpful 


Indication 










X 



Technical Assistant Activities; 



1 . Program planning 

2i Program implementation 

3, Interpret Right to Read 
planning materials 

4, Work on the Unit Task Force 

5* Develop Work Statement/ 
Proposal 

6« Develop or identify 
curriculum materials 

7« Needs assessment 

8« Diagnosis / pre sc ription 

9« Identify objectives 

iO» Staff development 



IL Identify alternate approached 

12. Develop team teaching 

13. Observe classes 

14. Advise on parental 
involvement 

15« Recommend consultants 

16« Budget planning 

17. Evaluation 

18, Liaison with Right to Read. 
Washington, D»C, 

19» Plan for 1973-74 program 

20» No indication of activity 



ERIC 
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G. Pare nt Involvement 



# Extent of 

Involvement 



# Activities: 
). Unit Task Force 
2. Program pUnning 

Program implementation 
4* Develop materials 

5, Purchase/repair materials 

6, Aides, tutorSi volunteers 

7, Advisory council 

8* Workshops/ con/erences 



High Medium Low No Indication 



X 



9. Reading is Fundamental 

10. PTA, open house i other 
traditional rneetings 

Ih Supplementary activities 

12. Community relations 

13. Information dissemination 

14. No indication 



L 



727 



H. Teacher Aidee 

Percentage of Teachers Reporting Aided 

# Worked in classrooms 

# Were paid 

# Were} Parent 

Student teacher 

Community organization member 

High school student 

Other 

# Average number of hours aides worked 
per semester 

# Types of Activities Performed: 
Tutoring students 

Marking tests 

Distributing materials 

Working in small and large groups 

Preparing materials 

Liaison with parents and other outside personnel 
Bus monitoring 

Supervising recreational activities in or outside 
class 

Classroom maintenance 
Supervising field trips 

Other 



88 



42 



21 



54 



106 



X 



X 



X 



X 



X 



X 



% 
% 
% 
% 

% 
% 



Teacher rating of aides^ effectiveness (figures indicate number 
of teachers reporting data) 



Very 






Very 


Effective 


Effective 


Ineffective 


Ineffective 


5 


16 




1 



ERIC 
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J- Program Characteristics 



!• Inservice Training : 

• Individuals responsible for training: 

Consultants 

Technical Assistant Team (TAT) members 
Project director 
Reading specialist 
Classiroom teacher 
No indication 

• Individuals trained: 

Reading specialist/teacher 
Classroom teachers 
Other staff 

Har aprofe s sional s 

Parents 

No indication 



X 



X 



X 



e Training areas* 

Learning theory 

Student background and self 
concept 

Language development 
Motor and perceptual skills 
Right to Read Program 

Diagnostic/ prescriptive 
approach 



X 



Instructional approach 

Instructional materials 

Teaching techniques 

ClaRjiroom organization and 
management 

Evaluation 

No indication 
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Training Methods i 

Group or individual meetingSg semlnara, workahopSi 
con£eircihc6S 

School vi6itatidn8» demonatratlon teachingi claasroom 
obaervationa 

Univeraity coursee 

Video taping, audio-vlauala, multi^medla 
No indication 



2^ 



Unit Taak Force ActivUiea 

Planning Phaae 

• Rating of helpfulnesa: 



Very 
Helpful 


Helpful 


Not 

Helpful 


No 

Indication 








X 



UTF Members: 



Consultanta 

Admtniatratora 

Reading apecialiat 

Teachera 

Parents 

Others 

No indication 



Frequency of nmeetinga: 



Very 






No 


Fre4uent 


Freouent 


Infrequent 


Indication 








X 1 
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# Types of Activities: 



Meet with TATs 

Develop proposal or work 
statement 

Needs assessment 

Develop diagnostic/prescriptive 
approach 

Identify objective s 
Gather data 
Complete PPP 



XI 



Develop materials 
Inservice training 
Budget 

Information disseminstion 
Develop tests 
Evaluation 
No indication 



Implementation Phase 



Rating of Helpfulness: 



Very Not No 

Helpful Helpful Helpful Indicav ion 



UTF members: 



Consultants 

Administrators 

Reading specialist 

Teachers 

Parents 

Others 

No indication 



Frequency of Meetings: 



Very 

Frequent Frequent 



No 

Inf reque nt Indie at ion 
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# Types of ActivitldSj 



Meet With TATs /consultants 

Develop criteria for student 
selection or placement 

Student diagnosis 

1 deiiti fy t lit or s 

Ii>8ervice training 

Develop community involvement 
activities 



Status and repotting activities 

Record progress 

Serve on special committees 

Review program progress 

Information dissemination 

Evaluation 

No indication 



X 



X 



3. Components of Diagnostic /Prescriptive Approach: 



Individualized prescription 
identification of student skill levels 
Teacher observation 
Contracts 

Individualized inc^truction 
Progress checklists 
Testing 

Review case histories 

Staff conferences 

Student /teacher conferences 



X 



X 



Supplementary materials 
QameSi manipulatives 
Audio- Visual, Multimedia 
Commercially made programs 
Student grouping 
Special classes 
Skill Sessions 
Field trips 

Reading/language center 
Reading specialist^ tutors 
Language experience approach 
Basal text instruction 
No indication 



X 
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4. 



Program Location:* 



Reading is taught as a separate subject 

Reading is taught indirectly 
through other subject matter 

Special assistance Is provided outside the 
classroom for students in special need of 
reading help 

No indication 



5. Studant/Teacher Organization: 



Mean Number of 
Semester Hours 
Reported per Class 



120 



160 



Single teacher --multi -subjects 

Reading specialist (responsible for more 
than one class) 

Team teachers 

Students doing cross -age teaching 

Tutor-specialist 

Tutor -aide 

Other 

No indication 



Mean Number of 
Semester Hours 
Reported per Class 



Ml 



2X 



2A, 



22. 



52- 



6. 



Student Organization: 



Individualized reading Instruction 
Small groups (5 or fewer students) 
Large groups (6 or more students) 
No indication 



Mean Number of 
Semester Hours 
Reported per Class 



48 



94 



135 



♦information on Items four through ten was obtained by asking teachers to reoort 
on each class they taught. Total number of classes for which data were reporJld: 24 
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7, Classroom Language (All Clashed Combined)! 



lis?-: 



Standard English 
Non-Gtandard English 
Spanish 
i'rench 

American Indian 
language or dialect 

Japanese 
No indication 



Language of Inatructlon Native Language of Students 
(% o£ time Mnguage of Studenta Speaking 
Ueed) \ Language ) 



95^ 



30% 



41 



Reading Approach: 



Meaning emphasis 
Code emphasis 
Linguistics 
Modified alphabet 
Responsive environment 
Programmed learning 
Individualized reading 
Language experience 
Eclectic or teacher^ s own 
Other 

No indication 



Mean Number of 
Semester Hours 
Reported per Glass 



37 



28 



9. 



Techniques Used for Reading Instructions 



Mean Number of 
Semester Hours 
Reported per Class 



Machine -based programmed 
instruction 


17 


Other programmed instruction 




Gaming / 8 i mulat Ion 




Instructional TV 


3 


Interactive medls^ 


13 


Intensive involvement 


0 


Discussion groups 


43 


Demonstration-^ performance 


73 


Lecture 


20 


Contracts 


1 


Use of supplementary materials 


68 


Other 


16 


No indication 
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Classtoom Evaluation Procedures! 



Diagnoatic reading tests are u8ed v^lth most or 
all students to detei^mine Individual reading needs » 

The teacher has formulated or selected 
specific objectives for each student* 

The teacher has formulated or selected 
specific objectives for the entire class. 

The teacher has developed or identified an 
instrument for measuring attitudes toward reading. 

The teacher has developed or identified an 
instrument for measuring attitudes tov/ard 
reading for the entire class* 

Performance of students is measured In 
terms of objectives set for each individual 

Performance of students is measured in 
terms of objectives set for the entire class. 

Visible records are kept of class performance* 

Records of each studentU performance are kept 
with respect to each objective » 

Students are kept informed of their progress, 
Students are involved in self- evaluation. 
Parents are informed of students^ progress • 
No indication 



Number of 
Classrooms 
in Which 
Procedure 
Used 



17 



15 



17 



15 



11 



19 



16 



18 



Total Funding for 1972*73 school year: Not C learl y Ind icated 
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J. 



PjfoJect Ob JecHves and D<iat6e 6l AccoTOplUhttient « 



1. 



Project Objectives 




STUDENT 
Student Attitude \ 


■ ' X 


X 








Student Behavior 


..X . 










Student Readlnff Achievoment 


r X 










Reading. Related Skills 


■vr 

X 






















Teacher Attitude 












Teacher Behavloif 












PARENT/COMMUNITY 






..X,,;, 






Parent/Comnnunity 
Involve ment 


Parent Attitude 












PROGRAM 
Information Dissemination 












tndivldualization of 
instruction 












Innovations 












Inservice Training 












Additional Materials, 
Services or Personnel 













«Site8 may have indicated program success under "Program Objectives 
and Degree of Accomplishment" or under "Major Findings". The 
reader should refer to both sections for a complete understanding of 
how successful the program was according to data in the self-evaluation. 



737 



Dm ^,0T CI,EAm,V STATE FmDmo« 



3. Program Recommendations 

Recommendations contained witMu the self -evaluation reports 
were categorized into Jhe are^^ below* An '«X'' indicates that 

the site made a recommendation with regard to that particular area. 

: More emphasis on reading-related skills 

Increased emphasis on improving student achievement 
Increased emphasis on Improving student attitude 
^^^^ More remedial help 

X Increased effort to involve parents/community 
, X Increased school-parent communications 
X More staff training 

More emphasis on diagnostic-prescriptive approach 

More emphasis on individualization of instruction 

Expand program within school/ school district 

More materials/equipment/personnel 

Increased emphasis on improving teacher competency 

Increased emphasis on improving teacher attitude 

Improved evaluation techniques 
. Re-definition of needs 

Improved communication with HEW 

Continued funding 

SITE DID NOT CLEARLY STATE RECOMMENDATIONS 
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INDIVIDUAL SITE ASSESSMENT 



School: 4512 



Grades; K-5 



School characteristics 



1 , Q qographtc Region 



A B C 

I I \ 



D* i ; F 



'^states in this region aret Arizona, Arkansas, California, 
Now Mexico, Oklahoma, Texas 



2. Urban- Rural Index 



Urban 


Suburban 


Rural 


X 









3. Student Population (Total School) 

# Total Reported Enrollment 666 

# Total Students in Each Grade Level 



Grade 


No. of Students 


K 


97 


1 


116 


2 


108 


3 


117 


4 


100 


5 


108 


6 





Grade No. of Students 



7 
8 
9 

10 
11 
IZ 

Spec. Ed. 
Student Ethnicity (Total School) 

American Indian 

Asian 

Black 

Mexican American 
Puerto Rican 
White 
Other 



20 



Percent 



14 



71 



14 
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B, Right to Read Student Characteristics 



1> Amount of Time in Program: 1972-73 School Year 

■ 2» Number of Right to Read Students in Each Grade Level 

■ atid Ethnic Breakdown 



Grade 


Total 
No. of 
Students 


r-^ — : . ' ' ■ ' '■ ' ■ . ■■• ■ — ■ — ' — • • — ' — ' ■ "\ 

Percent 


American 
Indian 


Black 


Mexican 
American 


Asian 
American 


r'uerto 
Rican 


White 


Other 


K 


97 




34 


57 






9 




1 

1 


116 




30 


62 






8 


— — i 


2 


108 




45 


45 






9 


1 


3 


117 




33 


56 






11 


' — -—\ 
I 


4 


100 




35 


48 






17 




5 


108 




3Jj 


51 


1 




13 


\ 


6 
















1 


7 
















i 
« 


8 
















— 1 


9 


















10 


! 


U 


• 

1 : 








- — . — » 


11 




1 












1 
1 

J 


12 














— i 


SP9,<; e<3 


. 10 




35 


US 






10 


—A 


















\ 


















1 










1 








— t 
1 
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C. 



Rcudiufi Gains /or 197^-73 School Yoar'^ 
(«eo Vol, 11, V, A for d< tailed report) 



Grado Love] 
(includes only lovole 
for wliich data were 
ro ported) 



Moan Gain per M o nth St, Dev, 



1 






2 


0.7 


0.6 


3 


1.0 


1.2 


4 


0. V 


0.9 


5 


1.8 


1.6 


6 







0 Overall Mean Gain for School 1^ I 



(means adjusted for differing class sizes) 

MAT I Stanford Diagnostic 



Name of Standardised 
Test(s) Used 



Right to Read Teacher Characloristica 
e Total Number Reported 



CSZ] 

Mean 

• No. Years Teaching Experience ( 9 I 

Male 

• Sex No. 

Percent 



RanRo 



] 



Female 







14 






100 



Mexican Puerto No 
Ethnicity Amr Ind Asian Black Amor Rican V/hito Other Indicatiai 

No, 

/ Percent 
Degree No. 



Area of 
Degree 



Job Title 



Index 



No. 







4 


2 




7 


■*^1 








28 


■ 14 




SO- 






BA or 


BS MA or MS PhD Othe - 


No Indication 


1 12 


1 


2 






1 




I 














No Jndi 


Educ Soc Sci 


ities 


Arts 


PhysSci Mal^h Other cation 




I 




1 


1 






1 1 


Read 
Spec 


Reading Bilingual 
Teacher Spec 


Multi 
Subject 


' No 
Other hadication 


r-" — r 


2 




1 


8 


4 






Inner City Urban 


Suburban Rural No Indication 


1 9 


I 


i 1 


2 











Total number of classes £or which achievement data were reported; 15 
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6 1*cacl)cr AUMudc Toward Right To JUtad Features* 

(fiRures indicate nuiTDbor of leachoi*a rc»pondin{;) No Indica- 
tion or Not 
Iric laded 



Effect ivcncfj^ 





Excellent 


Good 


Adcquajte 


Poor 


Very Poor 


in Profjx'um 


l^arent Involve- 
ment 


1 




I 






12 


In- service 
Training 


3 


' - - 

8 


I 


1 




■ I, 


Reading 
Specialist 


5 


6 




2 




I 


Instructional 
Materials 


6 


4 


3 






1 



No; of 
Teachers: 
[4 ^ 



0 Teacher Preference Regarding Continuing ♦^o 
Teach in Right To Read Program next year? 

Yes 

Yes, if changes are made 
Questionable 
No 

No Response 
I dentificat i on of Project Directo r 

District Reading Reading Classroom N<> Title 

Supt* Principal Specialist Teacher Teacher Other Indicated 



X 
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E. Eiffectlveness of Right To Read Materials 

• Program Planning Procedure 
(PPP) 



Very 




Not 


No 


Useful 


Useful 


Useful 


Indication 











(A document with charts guiding the school in such areas as 
parent involvement, identification and prloritlKing o{ student 
needs and objectives, identification of basic reading approaches, 
materials, and program organiiaations. Also supplied information 
on redirection of existing resources 'co support the new program^ 



Ways in which PPP was used in program: 

Structuring Identification of Identification Listing Ongoing No 

and Planning Student/Teacher Needs of Objectives Priorities Eval, Indication 



Very Not No 

% Status and Reporting Center Useful Useful Useful Indication 

(S and RC) 



(A document with charts guiding the school in community involve 
ment during planning of activities, and liaison with surrounding 
schools and Right to Read^ Washington, D. C.) 

Ways in which S and RC was used; 

Program Student/Teacher Task Display Reference 

Planning Needs Assessment Assignments Program Progress Source 



Forecast Information No 
Outcomes Dissemination Indication 



uc 
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F. Technical Assiatant Utilization 



• Rating of Helpfulness: 


Very 




Not 


No 


Helpful 


Helpful 


Helpful 


Indication 










X 



Technical Assistant Activities: 



h Program planning 

2. Program implementation 

3. Interpret Right to Read 
planning materials 

4. Work on the Unit Task Force 

5. Develop Work Statement/ 
Pro;5osal 

6# Develop or Identify 
curriculum materials 

7« Needs assessment 

8« Diagnosis/prescription 

9« Identify objectives 

10* Staff development 



11« Identify alternate approached 

12, Develop team teaching 

13, Observe classes 

14, Advise on parental 
involvement 

15, Recommend consultants 

16, Budget planning 

17, Evaluation 

18« Liaison with Right to Read, 
Washington, D.C. 

19, Plan for 1973^74 program 

20. No indication of activity 
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G. Parent Involvemen t 



♦ Extent of 

Involvement 



# Activities: 

!• Unit Task Force 

2. Program planning 

3» Program implementation 

4. Develop materials 

5. Purchase/repair materials 

6. Aides^ tutors, volunteers 
?• Advisory council 

8. Workshops, conferences 



High Medium Low No Indication 



9« Reading is Fundamental 

10. PTA, open housoi other 
traditional meetings 

111 Supplementary activities 

12» Community relations 

13, Information dissemination 

14. No indication 



5r 

X 
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Teacher Aides 



Percentage of Teachers Reporting Aides 



.40% 



25% 



15% 



5 % 



25% 



103 



Worked In clasdroomu 
Were paid 
Were; Parent 

Student teacher 

Community organization member 
High school student 
Other 

Average number of hours aides worked 
per semester 

Types of Activities Performed; 
Tutoring students 
Marking tests 
Distributing materials 
Working In small and large groups 
Preparing materials 

Liaison with parents and other outside personnel 
Bus monitoring 

Supervising recreational activities in or outside 
class 

Classroom maintenance 
Supervising field trips 

Other 

Teacher rating of aides* effectiveness (flgurej^ Indicate number 
of teachers reporting data) 

Very Very 
Effective Effective Ineffective Ineffective 
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L Program Characteristics 



1. I nservice Training ; 

• Individuals responsible for training: 



Consultants 




X 




Technical Assistant Team (TAT) members 






Project director 






Reading specialist 






Classroom teacher 






No indication 


1 


d Individuals trained: 






Reading specialist/teacher 






Classroom teachers 


X 




Other staff 








pai aprofessionais 






Parei>ts 










No indication 






c< Training areas* 








Learning theory 




Instructional approach 


X 




Student backgrv^und and self 




Instructional materials 


X 




concept 




Teaching techniques 


X 




Language development 




Classroom organization and 






Motor and perceptual skills 




management 


X 




Right to Read Program 




Evaluation 






Diagnostic/ prescriptive 




No indication 






approach 
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Group ot- individual meetings/ seminary, workshops, 
66nUtenc6s ^ 

School visitajtiondj demonstration teachings classroom 
ohftervattbhs 

University courses 

Video taping, audio -visuals, multi-media 
No indication 



X 
X 



Unit Task Force Activities 
Planning Phase 

• Rating o£ helpfulness: Very Not No 

Helpful Helpful Helpful Indication 



UTF Members: 



Consultants 

Administrators 

Reading specialist 

Teachers 

Parents 

Others 

No indication 



Frequency of meetings; 



X 



Very ; 
Frequent 


Frequent 


Infrequent Indication 


1 


X 
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• Types of Activities: 



Meet with TATs 

Develop proposal or work 
statement 

Needs assessment 

Develop diagnostic/prescriptive 
approach 

Identify objectives 
Gather* data 
Complete PPP 



X 



Develop materials 
Inservice training 
Budget 

Information dissemination 
Develop tests 
Evaluation 
No indication 



X 



lmple?nentation Phase 

• Rating of Helpfulness: 



Very 



Not 



No 



Helpful Helpful Helpful Indication 






X 



UTF members: 



Consultants 

Administrators 

Reading specialist 

Teachers 

Parents 

Others 

No indication 



Frequency of Meetings: 



Very 






No 


Frequent 


Frequent 


Infrequent 


Indication 




X 
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Typos of Activities: 



Meet with TATs/con$uUant8 

Dcvolop criteria for student 
Solection or placement 

Student diagnosis 

Identify tutors 

Inservice training 

Develop community involvement 
activities 



Status and reporting activities 

Record progress 

Serve on special committees 

Review program progress 

Information dissemination 

Evaluation 

No indication 



Components of Diagnostic/Prescriptive Approach: 



Individualized prescription 
Identification of student skill levels 
Teacher observation 
Cont racts 

Individualized instruction 
Progress checklists 
Testing 

Rovicw case histories 
Staff conferences 
Student/teacher conferences 



2L 

X 



Supplementary materials 
GameSi manipulatlves 
Audio- Visual, Multimedia 
Commercially made programs 
Student grouping 
Special classes 
ShlU sessions 
Field trips 

Reading /language center 
Reading specialist^ tutors 
Language oxperience approach 
Basal text Instruction 
No Indication 



4, 



Program Locatlom* 



Reading is taught as a separate subject 

Reading Is taught Indirectly 
through cthor subject nnatter 

Special assistan<:e is provided outside the 
classroom for students in special need of 
reading help 

No indication 



Mean Number of 
Semester Hours 
Reported per Class 



149 



126 



74 



5. 



Student/Teacher Organization: 



Single teacher- -multi-subjects 

Reading specialist (responsible for more 
than one class) 

Team teachers 

Students doing cross-^age teaching 
Tutor -specialist 
Tutor -aide 
Other 

No indication 



Mean Number of 
Semester Hours 
Reported per Class 



192 



93 



38 



16 



IS 



6, 



Student Organizations 



Individualized reading instruction 
Small groups (5 or fewer students) 
Large groups (6 or mi>re students) 
No indication 



Mean Number of 
Semester Hours 
Reported per Class 



70 



92 



111 



Information on items four through ten was obtained by asking teachers to report 
on each class they taught* Total number of classes for which data wer« reported: 



7. Classroom Language (All Classes Combined)* 



Standard English 
Non-Standard English 
Spanish 
French 

American Indian 
language or dialect 

Japanese 
No indication 



Language of Instruction Native Language of Student 
(% of Time Language (% of Students Speaking 
Used) ^ ^ LanRuage ) 



100% 



53% 



35 



17 



8. 



Reading Approach: 



Mean Number of 
Semester Hours 
Reported per Class 



Meaning emphasis 
Code emphasis 
Linguistics 
Modified alphabet 
Responsive environment 
Programmed learning 
Individualized reading 
Language experience 
Eclectic or teach^r^s own 
Other 

No indication 



62 



53 



21 



0 



37 



iiL 



Techniques Used for Reading Instruction; 



Machine -based programmed 
Instruction 

Other programmed instruction 
Gaming/simulation 

Instructional TV 
Interactive media 
Intensive involvement 
Discussion groups 
Demonstration- performance 
Lecture 
Contracts 

Use of supplementary materials 
Other 

No indication 



Mean Number of 
Semester Hours 
Reported per Clas 



9 



44 

5 

3 

7 

5 

50 

24 
3 

11 
9 
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10. Clalsfoom Evaluation Procedures: 



Diagnostic reading tests are used with most or 
all students to determine individual reading needs « 

The teacher has formulated or selected 
specific objectives for each student. 

The teacher has formulated or selected 
specific objectives for the entire class. 

The teacher has developed or identified an 
instrument for measuring atti1;udes toward reading. 

The teacher has developed or identified an 
instrument for measuring attitudes toward 
reading for the entire claD8« 

Performance of students is measured in 
terms of objectives set for each individual. 

Performance of students is measured in 
terms of objectives set for the entire class, 

Visible records are kept of class performance. 

Records of each student*s performance are kept 
with respect to each objective. 

Students are kept informed of their progress* 
Students are involved in self-evrvluation. 
Parents are informed of students^ progress* 
No indication 



Number of 
Classrooms 
in Which 
Procedure 
Used 



19 



13 



18 



16 



14 



16 



14 



10 



16 



19 



16 



19 



11. Total Funding for 1972-73 school year: No Clear Indication 
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J. MAJOR FINDINGS AND RECOMMENDATIONS REPORTED IN 



1. Project Objectives and Degree of Accomplishment * 




STUDENT 
Student Attitude 


X 


X 








Student Behavior 


X 




•-^ 






Student Reading Achievement 


X 


X 








Reading. Related Skills 


X 








X 


TEACHER 
Teacher Competency 












Teacher Attitude 












Teacher Behavior 












PARENT/COMMUNITY 

Parent/Commtmity 
Involvement 


X 


X 








Parent Attitude 












PROGRAM 
Information Dissemination 












Individualization of 
Instruction 












Innovations 












Inservice Training 












Additional Materialsi 
Service^i or Personnel 













*^Sites may have indicated program success under ^'Program Objectives 
and Degree of Accomplishment^' or under ''Major Findings". The 
reader should refer to both sections for a complete understanding of 
how successful the program was according to data in the self-evaluation. 
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2» Major Findings^ ^ 



Major Area 



STUDENT 
ReadlnK Achievement 


X 






Reading -Related Skills 






X 


Social Skills 


X 






Attitude 


X 






TEACHER 
Competency 






X 


Attitude 






X 


Teacher -Student Relations 






X 


Teacher-Staff Relations 






X 


PARENT/COMMUNITY 
Support 






X 


Involvement 


X 






PROGRAM 
Success o£ Inser\ice Training 






X 


ProRram Flexibility 






X 


Helpfulnefta of Technical Assistance 






X 


Significant Changes in Reading 
Approach 






X 


Individualization of Instruction 






X 


Value of Assistance from 
Aides/Volunteers 






X 




SITE DID NOT CLKARLY STATE FINDINGS 



'^^Sltes may have indicated program succeso under ^'Major Findlnj'a'^ or 
under '^Program Objectives and Degree oJf Accomplishment^', The 
reader should refer to both sections for a complete understanding of 
how s^lcce8sful the program wa^ according to data iti the self*avaluation 
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3. Program Recommendations 



Recommendations contained within the self-evaluation reports 
were categorized Into the areas listed below. An ''X" indicates that 
the site made a recommendation with regard to that particular area. 

More emphasis on rcading^related skills 

Increased emphasis on improving student achievement 

Increased emphasis on improving student attitude 

More remedial help 

Increased effort to involve parents /community 

^ Increased school-parent communications 
More staff training 

More emphasis on diagnostic-prescriptive approach 

^ More emphasis on individualization of instruction 

Expand program within school/school district 

More materials/equipment/personnel 

^^^^ Increased emphasis on improving teacher competency 

Increased evnphasis on improving teacher attitude 

Improved evaluation techniques 

Re -definition of needs 

^ Improved communication with HEW 
Continued funding 

SITE DID NOT CLEARLY STATE RECOMMENDATIONS X 
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School: 4601 



ERIC 



INDIVIDUAL SITE ASSESSMENT 



School: 4601 
Grades; K-6 



School Characteristics 

A B C D E* F 
K Geographic Region j \ f | { x | | 

. <^Stat68 in this region are: ColoradOi Kansas, Iowa, Missouri 
Minnesota, Montana, Nebraska, North Dakota, South Dakota 
Utah, Wisconsin, Wyoming 

2. Urban- Rural Index 

Urba n Suburban Rural 

CUD I 1 nr-i 

3. St udent Population (Total School) 

• Total Reported Enrollment 126 

• Total Students in Each Grade Level 

Grade No. of Students Grade No, of Students 



K 20 7 

1 16 8 

2 17 9 

3 13 10 

4 __i4 11 __ 

5 15 12 

6 15 Early child 16 



• Student Ethnicity (Total School) 

Percent 

American Indian f^ 

Asian ^ 

Black 

Mexican American 4 

Puerto Rican 

W^ite 85 
Other 



761 



B» Right to Read Student Characteristics 



1* Amount o£ Time in Programs 1972-73 School Year 

2« Number of Right to Read Students in Each Grade Leverl 
and Ethnic Breakdown i 



Orado 


Total 


Percent 




No. of 
Students 


Indian 


Black 


American 


Asian 
Amerlc 


in 


Rican 


White 


Other 


K 


20 


45 




5 






50 




1 


16 


31 




5 






63 




2 


17 


35 




6 






59 




3 


13 


8 




23 






69 




4 


14 


57 










43 




5 


15 






13 






80 





6 


15 


13 










80 


7 


















8 


















9 
















1 


10 








1 










11 


















12 








1 










Early c 


hild 16 


56 




1 

13 






31 
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3. RoatlinR Gninfi for 19V;;..v:i School Yiuu-'.' 
(uoii Vol. 11, V, A foi (U lailod ropovl.) 

6 Grade JjovuI 

(includo.s oiUy levels 
for which data were 

reported) .Meait Gain por Mon th St. Dev. 



* Q'6 0.6 

2 

3 

4 



5 
6 



_it..l_ 

!♦ 6 0. 8 

-2U .ZjO. 



. Z*2 ,2.4 

Overall Mean Gain for School ^' ^ 7 

(means adjusted for differing class sizes) 

Name of Standardized 

Test(s) Used crnfi ; ■ _ • 



C. RiKht to l^c ad Teach er Characferistics 
• Total Number Reported 



Age 



Mean 



o No, Years Teaching Experience C7 lH] 

Male 

o Sox No. 

Percent 



r22-37 



ceo: 



] 



Female 



Ethnicity 

No. 

Percent 

Degree No. 



Amr Ind 


Mexican Puerto No 
AtJian Black Amor Uican White Otbca- Indication 


























— 






— ^ 



BA or BS MA or MS PhD Other No hidication 



1 



Area of 
Degree 



Job Title 



Human- Fine No Indi. 

,Jj^duc Soc Sci ities Arts PhysSci M ath Other catio)i 

I I ^'i I i "T r~i 

Read Reading Bilingual Mulli No 
Spec T ea cher Spec Subiect Other Indication 
t'o-l I I 41 I 1 



o , Inner City Urban Suburban Ru ral No Indication 

Residential No. I ^ I I 4 | -) 



Total number of classes for which achievement data were reported: 4_ 
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• Teacher Altitude Toward Right To Read Features 

(figures indicate nuinbcr of IcacJiors responding) No Indica- 

tion or Not 
Effectivenosfi Included 

Excollcnt Good Adoquato Poor Very Poor in Program 



Parent Involve « 
mcnt 

In-service 
Training 

Reading 
Specialist 

Instructional 
Materials 



No; of 
Teachers: 



# Teacher Preference Rc[;arding Continuing ♦o 
Teach in Right To Read Program next year: 

Yos 

Yes, if changes are made 
Questionable 
No 

No Response 
Identification of Project Director 

District Reading Reading Classroom No Title 

Supt. Principal Specialist Teacher Teacher Other Indicated 
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E< Effectiveness of Right To Read Materia ls 

# Program Planning Procedure 
(PPP) 



Very Not No 

Useful Useful Useful Indication 



(A document with charts guiding the school in such areas as 
parent involvement, identification and prioritising of student 
needs and objectives, identification of basic reading approaches, 
materials, and program organizations. Also supplied information 
on redirection of existing resources to support the new program) 



Ways In which PPP was used in program: 

Structuring Identification of Identification Listing Ongoing No 

and Planning Student/Teacher Needr of Objectives Priorities Eval. Indication 



Status and Reporting Center 
(S a;id RC) 



Very 
Useful 



Useful 



Not 
Useful 



No 

Indication 



(A document with charts guiding the school in community involve 
ment during planning of activities, and liaison with surrounding 
schools and Right to Read, Washington, D, C.) 

Ways in which S and RC was used: 

Program Student/Teacher Task Display Reference 

Planning Needs Assessment Assignments Program Progress Source 



Forecast Information No 
Outcomes Dissemination Indication 



EKLC 
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F. Technical Assistant UtiUzation 

• Rating of Helpfulness: Very Not No 

Helpful Helpful Helpful Indication 



Technical Assistant Activities: 



1. Program planning 

Z. Program implementation 

3. Interpret Right to Read 
planning materials 

4. Work on the Unit Task Force 

5. Develop Work Statement/ 
Proposal 

6. Develop or identify 
curriculum materials 

7. Needs assessment 

8. Diagnosis /prescription 

9. Identify objectives 
10, Staff development 



11« Identify alternate approaches 

12. Develop team teaching 

13. Observe classes 

14. Advise on parental 
involvement 

15. Recommend consultants 

16. Budget planning 

17. Evaluation 

18. Liaison with Right to Read, 
Washington, D^C. 

19. Plan for 1973-74 program 

20. No Indication of activity 
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0» Parent Involvement 



Extent of 
Involvement 



# Activities: 
Unit Task Force 
Program planning 
Program implementation 
Develop materials 
Purchase /repair materials 
Aides, tutors, volunteers 
Advisory council 
Workshopsi conferences 



X 



X 



High 


Medium 


Low 


No Indication 




X 







9. Reading is Fundamental 

10. PTA, open house, other 
traditional meetings 

1 1« Supplementary activities 

12* Community relations 

1 3* Information dissemination 

14, No indication 
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Teacher Aides 

Percentage o£ Teacherd ileporting Aides 

• Workcfd in^^^ 

• Were paid 

• Were: Parent 

Student teacher 

Comxtivinity organization member 

High school student 

Other 

• Average number of hours aides worked 
per semester 

• Types of Activities Performed: 
Tutoring students 

Marking tests 

Distributing materials 

Working in small and large groups 

Preparing materials 

Liaison with parents and other outside personnel 
Bus monitoring 

Supervising recreational activities in or outside 
class 

Classroom maintenance 
Supervising field trips 
Other 



75* 



25% 



75^ 



102 



Teacher rating of aides^ effectiveness (figureii' indicate number 
of teachers reporting data) 



Very 






Very 


Effective 


Effective 


Ineffective 


Ineffective 


2 


1 
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Inservice Training : 

• Individuals responsible for training: 

Consultants 

Technical Assistant Team (TAT) mettibera 
Project director 
Reading specialist 
Classroom teacher 
No indication 

♦ Individuals trained: 

Reading specialist/teacher 

Classroom teachers 

Other staff 

Paraprofessionals 

Parents 

No indication 



• Training areas* 

Learning theory 

Student background and self 
concept 

Language development 
Motor and perceptual skills 
Right to Read Program 

Diagnostic/ prescriptive 
approach 



Instructional approach 

Instructional materials 

Teaching techniques 

Classroom organization and 
management 

Evaluation 

No Indication 
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# Training Method $: 



Group or individuftl meetings, seminars, workshops, 
conferences 

School visitations, demonstration teaching, classroom 
observations 

University courses 

Videotaping, audio-visuals, multi-media 
No indication 



X 



Unit Task Force Activities 



Planning Phase 



Rating of helpfulness: 



Very Not No 

Helpful Helpful Helpful Indication 



UTF Members: 



Consultants 

Administrators 

Reading specialist 

Teachers 

Parents 

Others 

No indication 



X 



Frequency of meetings: 



Very 
FreQuent 



No 

Frequent Infrequent Indication 
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• types o£ Activities: 



Meet with TAT s 

Develop proposal or work 
statement 

Needs assessment 

Develop diagnostic/prescriptive 
approach 

Identify objectives 
Gather data 
Complete PPP 



Develop materials 
Inservlce training 
Budget 

Information dissemination 
Develop tests 
Evaluation 
No indication 



X 



Implementation Phase 



Rating of Helpfulness: 



Very Not No 

Helpful Helpful Helpful Indication 



UTF members: 



Consultants 

Administrators 

Reading specialist 

Teachers 

Parants 

Others 

No indication 



X 



Frequency of Meetings: 



Very 

Frequent Frequent 



Infrequent 



No 
Indication 
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• Types of Activities: 



Meet with TATs /consultants 

Develop criteria for student 
Selection or placoment 

Student diagnosis 

Identify tutors 

Inservlco training 

Develop community involvement 
activities 



Status and reporting activities 

Record progress 

Serve on special committees 

Review program progreds 

Information dissemination 

Evaluation 

No Indication 



3v Components of Diagnostic /Prescriptive Approach; 



Indlviduallased prescription 
Identification of student skill levels 
Teacher observation 
Contracts 

Individualized instruction 
Progress checklists 
Testing 

Review case histories 
Staff conferences 
Student/teacher conferences 



X 



X 



Supplementary materials 
Games/ manipulativos 
Audio*. Visual, Multimedia 
Commercially made programs 
Student grouping 
Special classes 
Skill sessions 
Field trips 

Reading/language center 
Reading specialist, tutors 
Language experience approach 
Basal text instruction 
No indication 
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!leadlng Is taught as a separate subject 

Reading U taught indirectly 
through other subject matter 

Special assistance is provided outside the 
classroom for students in special need of 
reading help 

No indication 

5. Student/Teacher Organization: 



Mean Number of 
Semester Hours 
Reported per Class' 



68 



16 



Single teacher--multi-subjects 

Reading specialist (responsible for more 
than one class) 

Team teachers 

Students doing cross -age teaching 

Tutor-specialist 

Tutor -aide 

Other 

No indication 



Mean Number of 
Semester Hours 
Reported per Class 



371 



22 



45 



22 



, 36 



6. 



Student Organization: 



Individualized reading Instruction 
Small groups (5 or fewer students) 
l^rge groups (6 or more students) 
No Indication 



Mean Number of 
Semester Hours 
Reported per Class 



Al. 



Information on Items four through ten was obtained by askina teachers to r*.nArf 
on each class they taught. Total number of classes L whiTdata w"re re^^^^^^^ 
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7, Classroom Language {All Cladses Combined)s 



mm 



Standard English 
Non-Standard English 
Spanish 
French 

American Indian 
language or dialect 

Japanese 
No indication 



Language of Instruction Native Language of Student 
{% of Time Language (% of Students Speaking 
Used) ^ Language][^ 



100 



12 



8. 



Reading Approach; 



Meaning emphasis 
Code emphasis 
Linguistics 
Modified alphabet 
Responsive environment 
Programmed learning 
Individualized reading 
Language experience 
Eclectic or teacher^s own 
Other 

No indication 



Mean Number of 
Semester Hours 
Reported per Clas- 



10 



40 



50 



46 
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Techniques Used for Reading Instruction: 



Machine - based programmed 
Instruction 

Other programmed instruction 
Gaming/simulation 

Instructional TV 
Interactive media 
Intensive involvement 
Discussion groups 
Demonstration- performance 
Lecture . 
Contracts 

Use of supplementary materials 
Other 

No indication 



Mean Number of 
Semester Hours 
Reported per Clas 



_2 

_0 
_0 

IL 

_0 
36 
14 
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Classroom Evaluation Procedures: 



Diagnostic reading tests are Used with most or 
all students to deterittlne individual reading needs; 

The teacher Has formulated or selected 
specific objectives for each student* 

the teacher has formulated or Selected 
specific objectives for the entire class^ 

the tcilcKer ha^^^^ 

instrument for measuring attitudes toward reading* 

The teacher has developed or identified an 
instrument for measuring attitudes toward 
reading for the entire class. 

Performance of students i5 measured in 
terms of objectives set for each individual. 

Performance of students is measured in 
terms of objectives set for the entire class* 

Visible records are kept of class performance. 

Records of each student^ s performance are kept 
with respect to each objective. 

Students are kept informed of their progress. 
Students are involved in self-evaluation. 
Parents are informed of students" progress « 
No indication 



Number of 
Classrooms 
in Which 
Procedure 
Uaed 



Total Funding for 1972-73 school year; $40| 000 



^* y^A?^ ™g?^?^.^,^p.^■^il 9^^^p^^ reported in 



I. Project Objectives and Degree of Accompli ehment » 



Degree of 
Accomt>lt8hment 



Project Objectives 



STUDENT 
Student Attitude 


X 










Student Behavior 


X 


X 








Student Reading Achievement 


X 










Readinsr- Related Skills 


X 


X 








TEACHER 

...... ■ 

Teacher Competency 












Teacher Attitude 












Teacher Behavior 












PARENT / COMMUNIT y 












Parent/Community 
involvenient 


Parent Attitude 












PROGRAM 
Information Dis semination 












Individualization of 
Instruction 












Innovations 












Inservice Training 












Additional Materials, 
Services or Personnel 













«Sites m&y have indicated program success under "Program Objectives 
and Degree of Accomplishment" or under "Major Findings". The 
reader should refer to both sections for a complete understanding of 
how successful the program was according to data in the self-evaluation. 
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2. Majof Findings* 



Major Areai 




STUDENT » 
Reading Achievement 








Reading -Related SkllU 








Social Skills 








Attitude 


X 






TEACHER 
Competency 








Attitude 


X 






Teacher -Student ReUtions 








Teacher -Staff Relations 








PARENT/ COMMUNITY 
Support 


X 






Involvement 


X 






PROGRAM 
Succeed of Inservice Training 








Program Flexibility 








Helpfulnead of Technical As6idtance 








Significant Changes in Reading 
Approach 








Individualization of Instruction 








Value of Assistance from 
Aid e s / V 0 lunt e e r s 









SITE DID NOT CLEARLY STATE FINDINGS 



*Sites may have indicated program success under *'MaJor Findings'^ or 
under '^Program Objectives and Degree of Accomplishment/'* The 
reader should refer to both sections for a complete understanding of 
how successful the program was according to data in the self-evaluation« 
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3- Program Recommendationfl 

RecommendaUona contained within the self-evaluatlon reports 
were categorized into the areas liisiled below; An ''X'' indicates that 
the site made a recommendation with regard to that particular area. 

More emphasis on reading>^related skills 

X Increased emphasis on improving student achievement 

, . Increased emphasis on improving student attitude 

More remedial help 

Increased effort to involve parents /community 

Increased school-parent communications 

X More staff training 

^ More emphasis on diagnostic^prescriptive approach 

More emphasis on individualization of instruction 

Expand program within school/school district 

^ More materials/equlpment/personnel 

Increased emphasis on Improving teacher competency 

Increased emphasis on Improving teacher attitude 

^ Improved evaluation techniques 

Re-definltlon of needs 

Improved communication with HEW 

Continued funding 

SITE DID NOT CLEARLY STATE RECOMMENDATIONS 
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wsimsmmmm 



School: 4701 




INDIVIDUAL SITE ASSESSMENT 



Schools 



Qradus] 



4701 



4-5 



School C harac toristlcs 

— r-;" - " ... .. . "'] ■' -- 

1. Geoflfftphic Region 



A* BCD E F 
Q l .1 r I LJ 



•{•Statoa in this rdglon aret Connecticut, Malnoi Masflachuaetts 
Ne>y Hatttpshlre, New Jersey, New York, Puerto Rtco, Rhode 
Island, Vermont, Virgin Islands 

2t Urban- Rural Indox 



Urban 


Suburban 


Rural 













3, Student Population (Total School) 

Total Reported Enrollment 378 



• 



Total Students in Each Grade Level 

Grade No. of Students 



Grade No. of Students 
K 



1 

2 
3 
4 
S 
6 



197 



181 



7 
8 
9 

10 
11 
12 



Student Ethnicity (Total School) 

American Indian 

Asian 

Black 

Mexican American 
Puerto Rican 
V/hite 
Other 



Percent 
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Right to Read Student Characterlatlca 

1. Amount of Time in ProgJ^ariii 1972-73 School Year 

2, Number ol Right to Read Students In iCach Grade Level 
and Ethnic Breakdown 



mm 

i / 





Total 
No. of 
Students 




Percent 




drade 


Atnevlcan 
Indian 


Black 


Mexican 
American 


Asian 
American 


Puerto 
Rlcan 


White 


Other 


flip 


















1 


















z 

















■ . > 




















4 


84 












100' 




5 


,76 












..m 




6 


















7 


















8 


















9 


















10 


















11 


















12 


















1* ■ 




















































i 





















II;.- : - . 
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(boo Vpl, II, Y, A for (IdlaUud vojiurl.) 



Ovado Lovol 
(incUuloH ojily lovcld 
for whtclrdola wcvo 
rop ort oc l)^ 

1 

2 
3 
4 



5 



1.0 



1.6 



Mc»n G ain )>or ,Mo \it h St, Dov, 



1.2 



2.0 



Overall Mcuai Gain for School 3 
(means <adju«tod for Oif/o3.*ing chisy si«cs) 

MAT 



Nam o of Standardised 
Tost{s) Used 



G» Right to K qad Toaclior Characteristics 
o Total Number Reported 



1.6 



□ZD 

Mean ^ 

6 No, Years Teaching Expctricnco QijI^JJ 1^*4 3 5^ 

^Malo 

o Sox No. 

Percent 



3 B 



Foniajc 

I. 

100 



Mexican Puerto No 
Ethijicity Amr Jnd Asian Black Amor Rioan V/)nte Other hidicaticn 

No, 



Percent 







1 




T 






1 , , 




1 




100 







Degree 

Area of 
Degree 



No. [ 



BA or BS MA or MS 
. 6 I I HZ 



1 



PhD 01 her No liuU cation 



zz: " 

Human- Fine No Jnd: 

Educ Soc Sci ities Arts Phyr, Scl Math Other catioi 

No. \ 7 I I I r-' t -J-— r-~-q 

Read Reading Bilingual Multi No 
Spec Teacher Spec Subioct Other Indication 



Job Title No. 

I nner City Urban Suburban Rurtal No Incllccvtion 
Residential No. | j 2 | j 5 1 | 
Index ' ^— ' ' ' ' ■■ ' 



'Total nuwibcr of classes for which achievement data were reported: 



o TeuclKv AUHutl<. Towartl nijjlil To lUif-.d roaUvi'Vi'.s 

(fip,uro» iiulicivio numhar of loncliovu rotipomlin^;) No Imlica- 

Effcin(ivon<..«s Uon or Not 

. Includocl 







0 o c) d 


/) (IC'.CjufXi 0 


Poor 


Very Poor 




Parent Involve - 

4 1 1 v.* J> I V 




1 


2 






4 


In-scvvlcc 
TraininR 


1 


3 








3 


Heading 
Specialif?t 


3 


3 








1 


InfilrvJclloncil 
Materials 


4 


1 


1 






1 



Teacher Preference P.o(j[ording Continuing 
Teac]> in Right To Read Progvairi next year: 

Yes 

Yee, if changes are made 
QuesUonable 

No Response 



No: of 

Teacher^;: 



District 
Svipl. 


Principal 


Reading 
Specialist 


Reading 
Teacher 


Clafjoroom 
Teacher 


Other 


No Title 
Indicated 




X 




X 
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B. Effectiveness of Riplit To Road Matoiia ls 

• Program Planning Procedure 
(PPP) 



Very 




Not 


No 


Useful 


Useful 


Useful 


Indication 


X 









(A documont with charts guiding the school in such areas as 
paront involvement, identification and prioritising of student 
needs and objectives, identification of basic readirig approaches, 
materials, and program organisations, Also supplied information 
on redirection of existing resources to support the new progratnj 



Ways In which PPP was used in program: 

Structuring Identification of Identification Listing 



Ongoing No 



X 








X 





• 


Status and Reporting Center 


Very 
Useful 


Useful 


Not 
Useful 


No 

Indication 




(Sa.idRC) 


X 









(A document with charts guiding the school in community involve 
ment during planning of activities, and liaison with surrounding 
schools and Right to Read, Washington, D. C.) 

Ways in which S and RC was used: 

Program Student/Teacher Task Display Reference 

Planning Needs Assessment Assii^nments Program Progress Source 




Forecast Information No 
Outcomes Dl's semination Indication 




ERJC 
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^« Technical Aseibtant Utill?;ation 



Very 




Not 


No 


Helpful 


Helpful 


Helpful 


Indication 








X 



Technical Assistant Activities*. 

□ 



1. Program planning 
2» Program Implementation 

3i Interpret Right to Read 
planning materials 

4. Work on the Unit Task Force 

5» . Develop Work Statement/ 
Proposal 

6, Develop or identify 
curriculum materials 

7, Needs assessment 

8, Diagnosis/prescription 
9* Identify objectives 

10« Staff dftv^lopment 



X 



11» Identify alternate approaches 

12. Develop team teaching 

13. Observe classes 

14. Advise on parental 
involvement 

15. Recommend consultants 

16. Budget planning 
!?• Evaluation 

18* Liaison with Right to Read, 
Washington, D.C, 

19. Plan for 1973-74 program 

20, No indication of activity 



X 
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0» parent Involvement 



# Extont of 

Involvomont 



• Activities: 

1» Unit Taek Force 

2. Progrann planning 

3. Program implementation 

4. Develop materials 

5. Purchase/repair materials 

6. Aides, tutors, volunteers 

7. Advisory council 

8. Workshops, conferences 



High Medium Low No Indication 



9* Reading is Fundamental 

10» PTA, opou house, other 
traditional meetings 



11, Supplementary activities 

12» Commujiity relations 

13, Information dissemination 

14. No indication 
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Teacher Aides 



Porcentago of Teachers Reporting Aides 

• Worked in classrooms 

• Wore paid 

• Wore; Parent 

Student teacher 

Comnrmnity organization member 

High school student 

Other 

• Average number of hours aides worked 
per semester 

• Types of Activities Performed: 
Tutoring students 

Marking tests 

Distributing materials 

Working in small and large groups 

Preparing materiale 

Liaison with parents and other outside personnel 
Bus monitoring 

Supervising recreational activities in or outside 
class 

Classroom maintenance 
Supervising field trips 
Other 



lOO^i 



lOO^i 



173 



X 



X 



X 



X 



Teacher rating of aides* effectiveness (figures' indicate number 
of teachers reporting data) 

Very Very 
Effective Effective Ineffective Ineffective 



788 



U Program Charactertsttcs 



It Inservice Traininj ^: 

# Individuals responsible for training: 



Consultants 

Technical Assistant Team (TAT) members 
Project director 
Reading specialist 
Classroom teacher 
No indication 



Individuals trained: 



Reading specialist/teacher 
Classroom teachers I X 

Other staff 
Paraprofessionals 
parents 
No indication 



• Training areas* 



Learning theory 




Instructional approach 


X 


Student background and self 




Instructional materials 




concept 




Teaching techniques 


X 


Language development 




Classroom organization and 




Motor and perceptual skills 




management 


X 


Right to Read Program 




Evaluation 


X 


Diagnostic / prescriptive 


X 


No indication 




approach 
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Training Methods: 



Group or Individual meetlngSi seminars, workshops, 
conferences 

School visitations, demonstration teaching, classroom 
obsi3rvationd 

University courses 

Videotaping, audio-visuals, multi-media 
No indication 



X 



X 



Unit Task Force Activities 



Planning Phase 



Rating of helpfulness: 



Very Not No 

Helpful Helpful Helpful Indication 



UTF Members: 



Consultants 

Administrators X 

Reading specialist 

Teachers ^ 

Parents X 

Others x 
No indication 



• Frequency of meetings: 

Very No 



Frequent 


Frequent 


Infrequent 


Indication 




X 
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Typos o£ Actlvltiosj 



Meet with TATs 

Dovolop proposal or work 
stcitemont 

Needs assessment . 

Develop diagnostic /prescriptive 
approach 

Identify objectives 
Gather data 
Complete PPP 



Develop materials 
Inservice training 
Budget 

Information dissemination 
Develop tests 
Evaluation 
No indication 



Implementation Phase 

• Rating of Helpfulness: 



Very 



Not 



No 



Helpful Helr/ul Helpful Indication 






X . 


1 



UTF members: 



Consultants 

Administrators 

Reading specialist 

Teachers 

Parents 

Others 

No indication 



X 



Frequency of Meetings: 



Very 

Frequent Frequent 



No 

Infrequent Indication 
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e Types of Activitiest 



Moot with TATs /consultants 

Dovolop criteria /or student 
Selection or placemout 

Student diagnosis 

Identify tutors 

Insorvico training 

Develop conrtmunity involvement 
a<itivitics 



\ 



Status and reporting activities 

Record progress 

Serve on special committees 

Revlpw program progress 

Information dissenninatlon 

Evaluation 

No indication 



X 



3. Components o£ Diagnostic/Prescriptive Approach: 



Individualized prescription 
Identification of student skilllevels 
Teacher observation 
Contracts 

Individualized instruction 
Progress checklists 
Testing 

Review case histories • 
Staff conferences 
Student/teacher conferences 



X 



X 



Supplementary materials 
Games., manipulatives 
Audio- Visual, Multimedia 
Commercially made programs 
Student grouping 
Special classes 
Skill sessions 
Field trips 

Reading/language center 
Reading specialisti tutors 
Language experience approach 
Basal text instruction 
No indication 



21 
X 
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4* 



Program Location;* 



Reading is taught as a separate subject 

Reading is taught indirectly 
through other subject matter 

Special assistance is provided outside the 
classroom for students in special need of 
reading help 

No indication 



Mean Number of 
Semester Hours 
Reported per Class 



121 



64 



96 



5. 



Studsnt/Teacher Organization: 



Single teacher--multi-'subjects 

Reading specialist (responsible for more 
than one class) 

Team teachers 

Students doing cross^age teaching 

Tutor-specialist 

Tutor-aide 

Other 

No indication 



Mean Number of 
Semester Hours 
Reported per Class 



105 



0 



96 



6. 



Student Organization: 



Individualized reading instruction 
Small groups (5 or fewer students) 
Large groups (6 or more students) 
No indication 



Mean Number of 
Semester Hours 
Reported per Class 



45 



30 



44 



'^Information on items four through ten was obtained by asking teachers to report 
on each class they taught. Total number of classes for which data were reported: 
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7, Classroom Language (All Classes Combined)* 



Standard English 
Non*Standard English 
Spanish 
French 

American Indian 
laugiuge or dialect 

Japanese 
No indication 



Language of Instruction Native Language of Students 
{% of Time Language (% of Students Speaking 
Used) Language 



100 % 



100% 



8. 



Reading Approach: 



Meaning emphasis 
Code emphasis 
Linguistics 

Responsive environment 
Programmed learning 
Individualized reading 
Language experience 
Eclectic or teaclier's own 
Other 

No indication 



Moan Number of 
iSemester Hours 
Reported per Class 



76 
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Techniquea Used for Reading Instruction: 



Machine* based programmed 
ln$tractlon 

Other programmed instruction 
Gaming /simulation 

Instructional TV 
Interactive media 
Intensive involvement 
Discussion groups 
Demonstration- performance 
Lecture 
Contracts 

Use of supplementary materials 
Other 

No indication 



Mean Number of 
Semester Hours 
R e po rt e d pe r C la s $ 



118 



II 



Classroom Evaluation Procedures; 



Diagnostic reading tests are used with most or 
all students to determine individual reading needs. 

The teacher has formulated or selected 
specific objectives for each student. 

The teacher has formulated or selected 
specific objectives for the entire class, 

The teacher has developed or identified an 
instrument for measuring attitudes toward reading. 

The teacher has developed or identified an 
instrument for measuring attitudes toward 
reading for the entire class* 

Performance of students is measured in 
terms of objectives set for each individual. 

Performance of students is measured in 
terms of objective<a set for the entire class. 

Visible records are kept of class performance. 

Records of each student's performance are kept 
with respect to each objective. 

Students are kept informed of their progress. 
Students are involved in s elf evaluation. 
Parents are informed of students^ progress. 



Number of 
Classrooms 
in Which 
Procedure 
Used 



No indication 



Total Funding for 1972-73 school year: $30, OOP 
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STUDENT 
Student Attitude 


X 




V 






Student Behavior 


X 




V 






Student Reading Achievement 


X 




V 






Reading. Related Skills 


X 




X 






TEACHER 
Teacher Competency 












Teacher Attitude 












Teacher Behavior 












PARENT/COMMUNITY 












Parent /Community 
Involvement 


Parent Attitude 












PROGRAM 
Information Dissemination 












Individualization of 
Instruction 












Innovations 












Ihservlce Training 












Additional Mate rial 8 1 
Services 6r Personnel 













■fSites may have Indicated program success under "Program Objectives 
and Degree of Accomplishment" or under "Major Findings". The 
reader should refer to both sections for a complete understanding of 
how successful the program was according to data in the self-evaluation. 
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2i Major Findings* 



Major Area 




STUDENT 
Reading Achievetnent 








Reading -Kelated Skills 








Social Skills 








Attitude 


X 






TEACHER 
Competency 








Attitude 








Teftchfiir •Student ItAlfttlons 








Teacher -Staff Relations 








PARENT/COMMUNITY 
Support 








Involvement 








PROGRAM 
Success of Inservice TralninR 








Program Flexibility 








Helpfulness of Technical Assistance 








Significant Changes In Reading 
Approach 


X 






Individual! sation of Instruction 








Value of Assistance from 
Aides /Volunteer a 









SITE DID NOT CLEARLY STAT^ FINDINGS 



^Sltes may have Indicated program success under ^'Major Findings*' or 
under '^Program Objectives and Degree of AccpmpHshmenf's The 
reader should refer to both sections for a complete understanding of 
how successful the program was according to data Iti the self«»eValuation« 



798 



3t Program Recommendationfe 



Recommendations contained within the self -evaluation reports 
were categorized into the areas listed below* An *'X" indicates that 
the site made a recommendation with regard to that particular area, 

More emphasis on reading-related skills 

^ Increased emphasis on improving student achievement 

. Increased emphasis on improving student attitude 
More remedial help 

X Increased effort to involve parents/community 

^^^^ Increased school^'parent communications 

More staff training 

More emphasis on dlagno8tic*prescriptive approach 

More emphasis on individualization of instruction 

Expand program within school/ school district 

More materials /equipment/ personnel 

Increased emphasis on improving teacher competency 

Increased emphasis on improving teacher attitude 

Improved evaluation techniques 

^ Re-definition of needs 

Improved communication with HEW 
Continued funding 

SITE DID NOT CLEARLY STATE RECOMMENDATIONS 
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School} 5001 



»» 



ERIC 



mm 



iNDlVIDUAL SITE ASSESSMENT 
Schoolt SQp^ 



Qradosi 



2:± 



A. 



A B C D E 

n I I I ixj 



School CharactoyistlcB 

It Geographic Replon 

estates in this region ares Alaska, Idaho, Guam, Nevada, 
Oregon, Washington 

r 

2« Urban- Rural Index 



Urban 


Suburban 


Rural 










X 



3. Student Population (Total School) 



Total Reported Enrollment 422 
Total Students in Each Grade Level 



Grade No. of Students 

K 

1 

2 ^ 

4 ^ 

5 , 
6 



Student Ethnicity (Total School) 

American Indian 

Asian 

Black 

Mexican American 
Puerto Rican 
White 
Other 



123 



-US. 



Grade No. of Students 
7 
8 
9 

10 
11 
12 



134 



Percent 
1? 



76 



ERIC 
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i B . - Right to Read Student CharacteriatlcB 



1. Amouttt of Timein Progratttt 1972-73 School Year 

2. Number of Right to Read Students in Each Grade Level 
and Ethnic Breakdown 



Qrade 


Total 
No. of 
Students 


Percent 


American 
Indian 


Black 


Mexican 
American 


Asian 
American 


Puerto 
Rlcan 


White 


Other 


K 


















1 


















2 


















3 


















4 


















5 


















6 


















7 


120 


20 


5 








75 




8 


40 


28 


12 








60 


1 


9 


40 


34 










67 




10 


















11 


















12 



























































































ERIC 
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c. 



• 

0 



3. UoaainB iov 197?...? 3 Scliool yoai":' 

(f;oo Vol, II, V, A fov dutailocl report) 



(hicluclcu only JovoIk 
for which data were 
rG| T;0].tod) ^ 

1 
Z 
3 
4 
5 
6 

o Overall Mean Gain for School 



Mtion Gain jK'. r Mo nth 
7 0.9 



8 
9 



0.4 



0.9 



AX 



(meanB adjusted for differing clan/i siy.oa) 

CTBS 



Name of Standardiijed 
Test(s) Used 



Rifiht to Road T<!ach cr Charac tcv istics 
• Total Wumbor Reported 



• Ago 

0 No, Years Teacliing Experience ( ' '6^^ I.. 

]\^alo^ Fomalo 

• Soy. No, 

Percent 



'2 . 




^ 


...5.0. 




50 



St. Dev. 

US 

lj_4 

1.6 



1.5 



CIZ2 
M e a 11 Ran go 



Mexican Puerto No 
Ethnicily Amrind Asian Black Amer Rlcan White Other IniUcalion 

No, 



Pcx'cent 













4 
















ioo 







Degree 



BA or »S MA or MS 
No. CLi 



PhD 



Other No Indication 

I 



3 



Human- Fine No Indl- 

Educ Soc Sci itlcs Arts PhysSct Math Other cation 



I 



I 



] J J 



Area of _ 
Degree No. 1 2 I 2 

Read Reading Bilingual Multi No 

Sjjec Teac her S pec Subject Other Indication 

Job Title No. I -—J- 3 j I i I I 3 

Inner City Urban Subux'ban Rural No Indication. 
Residential No. | - ^ | ^ ^ ^ | 

Index 



'''Total number of claotjcti for which achievement data wore roporteds^ 



ERIC 
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• Teacher Attitude Toward Right To Road Features 

(figuroB indicate number of Icachovs responding) No Indica«- 

tlon or Not 



Effectiveness 



Included 





Excellent 


Good 


Adeciuate 


Poor 


Very Poor 


in Program 


Parent Involve- 
ment 




2 




Z 






In«- service 
Training 


2 












Reading 
Specialist 




4 










Instructional 
Materials 


1 


1 








2 



No; of 
Teachers: 



t Teacher Preference Regarding Continuing ^o 
Teach in Right To Read Program next yearj 

Yes 

Yes, if changes c^re made 
Questionable 
No 

No Response 
Identification of Project Director 

District Reading Reading Classroom No Title 

Supt^ . Principal Specialist Teacher Teacher Other Indicated 



ERIC 
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mm 



Effectiveness of Right To Read Materia ls 

• Program Planning Procedure 
{PPP) 



Very 




Not 


No 


Useful 


Useful 


Useful 


Indication 




X 







. _ ...... a ^u.u.wg; iiic gv.ituui 111 5UCII areas as 

parent involvement, identification and prioritizing of student 
needs and objectives, identification of basic reading approaches, 
materials, and program organizations. Also supplied information 
on redirection of existing resources to support the new programi 

Ways in which PPP was used in program: 



Structuring 
and Planning 


Identification of Identification Listing Ongoing No 
Student/Teacher Needs of Objectives Priorities Eval. TnHiraHnM 


X 













Very 



Not No 



(S and RC) 





X 




-I 



(A document with charts guiding the school In community involve 
ment durmg planning of activities, and liaison with surroundina 
schools and Right to Read, Washington, D. C.) 

Ways in which S and RC was used: 

Program Student/Teacher Ta8l< Display Reference 

Planmng Needs Assessment Assignments Program Progress Source 



Forecast Information No 
Outcomes Dissemination Indication 



ERIC 
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Fi Technical Assistant Utlliaation 



Very 




Not 


No 


Helpful 


Helpful 


Helpful 


Indication 








X 



Technical Assistant Activities; 



^,^ ' Program planning 

2, Program Implementation 

3, Interpret Right to Read 
planning materials 

4, Work on the Unit Task Force 

5, Develop Work Statement/ 
Proposal 

6, Develop or identify 
curriculum materials 

7« Needs assessment 

8« Diagnosis/prescription 

9» Identify objectives 

10. Staff development 



U* Identify alternate approaches 

12. Develop team teaching 

13* Observe classes 

14. Advise on parental 
involvement 

15« Recommend consultants 

16, Budget planning 

17* Evaluation 

18* Liaison with Right to Read, 
Washington, D, Ct 

19* Plan for 1973-74 program 

20e No indication of activity 
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G» Parent Involvement 



# Extent of 
Involvement 

• Activities: 

1, Unit Task Force 

2. Program planning 
Program implementation 

4, Develop materials 

5, Purchase/repair materials 
6i Aides, tutors^ volunteers 
7» Advisory council 

8, Workshops, conferences 



High Medium Low No Indication 







X 





9. Reading is Fundamental 

10, PTA, open house, other 
traditional meetings 

1 1 • Supplementary activitie s 

12. Commimity relations 

13. Information dissemination 

14. No indication 
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Teacher Aides 

Percentage of Teachers Reporting Aides 

# Worked in classrooms 

# Were paid 

# Were: Parent 

Student teacher 

Community organization member 

High school student 

Other 

# Average number of hours aides worked 
per semester 

# Types of Activities Performed: 
Tutoring students 

Marking tests 

Distributing materials 

Working in small and large groups 

Preparing materials 

Liaison with parents and other outside personnel 
Bus monitoring 

Supervising recreational activities in or outside 
class 

Classroom maintenance 
Supervising field trips 
Other 



100 



43 



93 



284 



X 



X 



Teacher rating of aides* effectiveness (figures* indicate number 
of teachers reporting data) 



Very 






Very 


Effective 


Effective 


Ineffective 


Ineffective 


10 


4 







808 



Program Characteristics 



^- Insorvice Training : 

# Individuals responsible for training: 

Consultants 

Technical Assistant Team (TAT) members 
Project director 
Reading specialist 
• Classroom teacher 
No indication 

# Individuals trained: 

Reading specialist/teacher 

Classroom teachers 

Other staff 

Paraprofessionals 

Parents 

No indication 



# Training areas* 

Learning theory 

Student background and self 
concept 

Language development 

Motor and perceptual skills 

Right to Read Program 

Diagnostic/ prescriptive 
approach 



X 



Instructional approach 

Instructional materials 

Teaching techniques 

Classroom organization and 
management 

Evaluation 

No indication 



X 
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• Training Methods: 



Group or individual rneetinga, idminare, workshops, 
conlerences 

School visitations, demonstration teaching, classroom 
observations 

University courses 

Videotaping, audio -visuals, multi-media 
No Indication 



X 



X 



Unit Task Force Activities 



Planning Phase 



Rating of helpfulness: 



Very Not No 

Helpful Helpful Helpful Indication 



UTF Members: 



Consultants 

Administrators 

Reading specialist 

Teachers 

Parents 

Others 

No indication 



X 



Frequency of meetings: 



Very 
Frequent 



No 

Frequent Inf requet : Indication 
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Types of Actlvltlel! 



Meet with TATs 

Develop proposal or work 
statoment 

Needs assessment 

Develop diagnostic/prescriptive 
approach 

Identify objectives 
Gather data 
Connplete PPP 



Implementation Phase 

• Rating of Helpfulness! 



Develop materials 
Inservice training 
Budget 

Information dissemination 
Develop tests 
Evaluation 
No indication 



X 



Not 



No 



Helpful Helpful Helpful Indication 


1, 






X 



UTF members: 



Consultant ^3 

Administrators 

Reading specialist 

Teachers 

Parents 

Others 

No Indication 



Frequency of Meetings: 



Very 

Frequent Ft^equent 



No 

Infrequent Indication 
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• Typed of Actlvitiesj 



Meet with TATe /consultants 

Develop criteria for student 
selection or placement 

Student diagnosis 

Identify tutors 

Inservice training 

Develop community involvement 
activities 



Status and reporting activities 

Record f^ogress 

Serve on special commltteed 

Review program progress 

Information dissemination 

Evaluation 

No indication 



3. Components of Diagnostic/Prescriptive Appvoachj 



Individualized prescription 
Identification of student skill levels 
Teacher observation 
Contracts 

Individualized instruction 
Progress checklists 
Testing 

Review case histories 

Staff conferences 

Student /teacher conferences 



Supplementary materials 
GameSi manlpulatlves 
Audio. Visual, Multimedia 
Commercially made programs 
Studmt grouping 
SpeciiU classes 
Skill sessions 
Field trips 

Reading/language center 
Reading specialist^ tutors 
Language experience approach 
Basal text instruction 
No indication 
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4. 



Program Location:* 



Reading is taught as a separate subject 

Reading is taught indirectly 
through other subject matter 

Special assistance is provided outside the 
classroom for students in special need of 
reading help 

No indication 



Mean Number of 
Semester Hours 
Reported per Class 



74 



12 



5. 



Student/Teacher Organization: 



Single teacher- -multi -subjects 

Reading specialist (responsible for more 
than one class) 

Team teachers 

Students doing cross -age teaching 

Tutor-specialist 

Tutor -aide 

Other 

No Indication 



Mean Number of 
Semester Hours 
Reported per Class 



0 



22 



77 



106 



15 



6. 



Student Organization: 



Individualized r«^ading instruction 
Small groups (5 or fewer students) 
Large groups (6 or more students) 
No indication 



Mean Number of 
Semester Hours 
Reported per Class 



57 



24 



27 



*lnformation on Items four through ten was obtained by asking teachers to report 
on ehch class they taught. Total number of classes for which data were reported! 14 
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7, CUssroom Language (All Classes Combined)^ 



Standard English 
Non-Standard English 
Spanish 
French 

American Indian 
language or dialect 

J«i}>anesd 
No indication 



Language o( Instruction Native Language of Students 
(% of Time language (% of Students Spd&king 
Used) . . Language ) , 



1 



100% 



a. 



Reading Approach: 



Meaning emphasis 
Coc! t emphasis 
Linguistics 
Modified alphabet 
Responsive environment 
Programmed learning 
Individualized reading 
Language experience 
Eclectic or teacher's own 
Other 

No indication 



Mean Number of 
Semester Hours 
Reported per Class 



17 



13 



lERjC 
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Techniques Used for Reading Inetyuctlonj 



Machine -ba$ed programmed 
instruction 

Other programmed instruction 
Oaming/ simulation 
Instructional TV 
Interactive media 
Intensive involvement 
Discussion groups 

Demonstration performance 

Lecture 

Contracts 

Use of supplementary materials 
Other 

No indication 



Mean Number of 
Semester Hours 
Beported per Clasa 



67 
78 

11 
0 



0 
0 
8 

18 
6 

0 

71 

0 
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10. CUt«room Evaluation Procedareit 



• 



• 
• 

• 
• 



Diagnostic reading teats are used with most or 
all students to determine individual reading needs. 

The teacher has formulated or selected 
specific objectives for each student, 

The teuiiher has formulated or selected 
specific bjectives for the entire class. 

The teacher has developed or identified an 
instrument for measuring attUude 9 toward reading. 

The teacher has developed or identified an 
instrument for measuring attitudes toward 
reading for the entire class. 

Performance of students is measured in 
terms of objectives set for each individual. 

Performance of students is measured tn 
terms of objectives set for the entire class. 

Visible records are kept of class performance. 

Records of each student's performance are kept 
with respect to each objective. 

Students are kept informed of their progress. 
Students are involved in self- evaluation. 
Parents are informed of students* progress. 
No indication 



Number of 
Classrooms 
in Which 
Procedure 
,Used 

14 

12 

14 



12 



10 



14 



14 
14 



12 



14 



11. Total Funding for 1972-73 school yean $50,000 



816 



J, 



MAJOR FINPma*t AND RECOMMENDAT' CO NS REPORTED IN 
PROJECT SELPTe VALUATIO FT " 



li Project Objectives and Detfree of Accomplishment * 




STUDENT 
Student Attitude 


X 








X 


o^uneni 06ii€tvior 














y 








y 




V 








V 


TEACHER 
Teacher Competency 












Teacher Attitude 












Teacher Behavior 












PARENT/COMMUNITY 

Pa r ent /C ommunity 
Involvement 












Parent Attitude 












PROGRAM 
Information Dissemination 












Individualization of 
Instruction 












Innovations 












Inservlce Training 


X 










Additional Materials» 
Services or Personnel 













<*Site8 may have indicated program success under "Program Objectives 
and Degree of Accomplishment'' or under "Major Findings". The 
reader should refer to both sections for a complete understanding of 
how successful the program was according to data in the self-^e valuation. 



ERIC 
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2. Mft^ot Findings* 



Major Area 




STUDENT 
Reading Achievement 


X 






Reading -Related Skills 








Social Skills 








Attitude 








TEACHER 
Competency 








Attitude 








Teachdt "Studdtit Relfttlons 








Teacher*Sta|f Relatlond 








PARENT/ COMMUNITY 
Support 


X 






Involvement 








PROGRAM 
Success of tnservice Tralnlns 








Profit ram FleHlblUtv 








Melpfqlnesa of Technical As 0I stance 








Significant Changes In Reading 
Approach 








Individualization of Instruction 








Value of Assistance from 
Aide s / V oluntee r s 









SITE DID NOT CLEARLY STATE FINDINGS 



«Slte8 may have indicated program success under "Major Findings" or 
under "Program Objectives and Degree o£ Accomplishment". The 
reader should refer to both sections for a comolste understanding of 
how successful the program was according to data Iti the 4elf-evaluation. 
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3» Program Recommendations 



Recommendations contained within the seU-evaluation reports 
were categorized into the areas listed below. An "X" indicates that 
the site made a recommendation with regard to that particular area. 

More emphasis on reading-related skills 

Increased emphasis on Improving student achievement 

Increased emphasis on improving student attitude 
More remedial help 

Increased effort to Involve parents /community 

Increased school-parent communications 

_ ^ More staff training 

More emphasis on diagnostic -prescriptive approach 

More emphasis on Individualization of Instruction 

Expand program within school/ school district 

More materlals/equlpment/personnel 

Increased emphasis on Improving teacher competency 

Increased emphasis on Improving teacher attitude 

. Improved evaluation techniques 

. Re -definition of needs 

Improved communication with HEW 

^ Continued funding 

SITE DID NOT CLEARLY STATE RECOMMENDATIONS 
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School: 5101 
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INDIVIDUAL SITE ASSESSMENT 



Schools 5101 
Qrados s K"6 



School Chgyaclorlslicf. 

. 33»^ ^ p y 

1. Geogyaphic Rogion \ I X } } ) j 

•(■States in this region arei D.C., Delaware, Illinois, Indiana, 
Maryland, Michigan, Ohio, Pennsylvania, Virginia, West 
Virginia 

i. Urban- Rural Indox 

Urbun Suburban Rural 



3. Student Population (Total School) 

• Total Reported Enrollment 423 

• Total Students in Each Grade Levol 

Grade No. of Studonts Grade No. of Students 



K 39 7 

1 57 8 

Z 41 9 

3 58 10 

4 60 11 

5 77 12 



6 76 



Spec Ed, IS 



Student Ethnicity (Total School) 



Percent 



American Indian . 
Asian ^ 
Black 19 
Mexican American 
Puerto Rican 

White 81 
Other 



B. Right to Road Student Characteristics 



1. Amount of Time in Programs 1972-73 School Year 

2. Number oi Right to Read Students in Each Grade Level 
and Ethnic Breakdown 





Total 
No. of 
Stu<lents 


Percent 


Qrade 


American 
Indian 


' ■ -1 
Black 


Mexican 
American 


Asian 
American 


Puerto 
Rican 


White 


Other 


K 






. 1 


- 










1 


57 




17.5 . 








82.5 




2 


41 




12.2 








87. 8 


1 


3 


58 




15.5 








84V 5 


1 


4 


60 




13.3 








86 s 7 




5 
















1 


6 
















7 
















1 
1 

^ ^ 


8 
















1 


9 


















10 
















.... ■ i 


U 
















1 

— 1 


12 














1 

— — 1 


















— 1 


















1 


















H 

1 
















- — 1 

.. . i 



1e:> 



Hi piidlnft Qnih,, fgr 19V<5-?3 School Yonv^ 
(«<J0 Vol, )I» V, A ha Uoluilod ropoj'l.) 



C. 



m. 



e 



«> Gfntlo Lovcl 

fot' which ditft \voro 
ro Doi'tod) 



I 
Z 
3 
4 

6 



Moan Giitn por Mon lli St, Dev. 



1.3 

rii iir I !■ I 

1.2 



0.6 



0.8 



1.4 



1.0 



OvoraU Moan Gain for School 1' 3 ^ 

(moans adjuatod for difforlug clacs sizos) 

Name of Standard! Kod 
Tosl(s) Used 



0.8 



CAT 



Rtfiht 1 0 Ro n d To a c Iio r Clia r« r.( ■> y < i.. t < ^ » 
« Total Number Roportcd 



13=] 

Monn 



o Ago 

o No. Yearu Teaching ICxperionco 
© Sox 



22^55+ ™1 



No. 

Percent 



Mal o FouialG 



□ 




100 



Ethuicity 



Moxican Puerto 



No 



No. 
Percojtt 



Degree 

Area of 
Degree 



OS/V^or BS MA or MS 

















lob 







No. [ 



JPjlj>^_ , PHioy No Indicatio n 

- ^ !.. _-=] 

Human- Fine No Indi 

Soc Sci itios Arts PhysScl Ma th Other cation 



Read Reading Bilingual Mulli No 
T^K T'.i ^ .Spec Tc acjto^r Spec Subjoc t Other Indicatinn 

Job Title No. I I f r I n 



Residnntial No, r 
Index 



h^nor City ^ Urban Suburban Rural No Indicaiion 



I 



I 



3 



* Total number of classes for which achievement data were reported: 6 

&Xr.|!i":.. / I - '.IK ■ r , <i<j«« 
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• Toncbor Attltudo Toward Right To Read Fofttur'o't; 

Ul({Uvo8 indicate number of toachova roopondinp) No Indica- 
^fi.^^,.,,^ . Hon or Not 





Excollont 


Good 


Adcqudto 


Poor 


Vox'y Poor 


in Program 


Paronl Involve- 
ment 


2 










3 


In-80fvlco 
Training 


2 


1 








2 


Reading 
Specialist 


2 


1 


1 






1 


Instructional 
Materials 


2 




2 






1 



9 Teacher Proforonco Ro{;arcling Continuing 
Teach in Right To Read Program next year; 

Yos 

Yo8, if changes are made 
Queotionablo 
5 No 

No Reoponso 



No; of 
Teachers: 



District 
Sup ii 


Principal 


Reading 
Spccialifil 


Reading 
Teacher 


Clnseroom 
Teachor 


Other 


No Title 
Indicated 














X 
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is t Ef(ecHveni<at of Right To Roftd Mfcterlfiia 

# Program Planning Procedure 
(PPP) 



Very 
Uieful. 


Useful 


Not 
Useful 


No 

Indication 











(A dociunent with charts guiding the school In such sireas as 
parent involvementt Identification and prioritising of student 
needs and objectlvesi Identification of basic reading approaches, 
mate rials, and program organisations. Also supplied Info rntatlon 
on redirection of existing resources to support the new programi 



Ways in which PPP was used In program! 

Structuring Identification of Identification Listing Ongoing No 

and Planning ^Student/Teacher Needs of Objectives Priorities Eval. Indication 



X 



• 


status and Reporting Center 


Very 
Useful 


Useful 


Not 
Useful 


No 

Indication 




and RC) 

* 








X 



(A document with charts guiding the school in community invoive 
ment during planning of activities, and liaison with surrounding 
schools and Right to Read, Washington, D« C«) 

Ways in which S and RC was used; 

Program Student/Teacher Task Display Reference 

Planning Needs Assessment Assignments Program Progress Source 



Forecast Information No 
Outcomes Dissemination Indication 



ERIC 
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P« Technical Aaalstant Utilization 

• Rating or Helpfulneass Very Not No 

Helpful Helpful Helpful Indication 



c 



X 



technical Ab distant Activitieaj 



1 4 Prog iram planning 

2« Program implementation 

3« Interpret Right to Read 
planning materials 

4, Work on the Unit Task Force 

5» Develop Work Statement/ 
Proposal 

6» Develop or Identify 
curriculum materials 

7« Needs assessment 

8^ Diagnosis /prescription 

9* Identify objectives 

10* Staff development 



X 



11. Identify al^ mate approache a 

12. Develop team teaching 

13. Obeerve clasaes 

14. Advlee on parental 
Involvement 

15. Recommend consultants 

16. Budget planning 

17. S valuation 

18. I ^^Ison with Right to Read, 
Washington, D.C. 

19. Plan for 1973-74 program 

20. No Indication of activity 



er|c 
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• Extent of 




• Activities! 



1, Unit Task Force 

2, Program planning 

3, Program implementation 

4, Develop materials 

5, Purchace/repair materials 

6, Aides, tutors, volunteers 

7, Advisory council 

8, Workshops, conferences 



I 



High Medium Low No Indication 




9» Reading 19 Fundamental 

10. PTA, open house, other 
traditional meetings 

11. Supplementary activities 

12. Community relations 

13. Information dissemination 

14. No indication 



teacher Ai del 

Percentage of Teachera Reporting Aides 

• Worked in claaa room • 

• Were paid 

• Werei Parent 

Student teacher 

Community organication member 

High school student 

Other 

• Average number of hours aides worked 
per semester 

• Types of Activities Performedt 
Tutoring students 

Marking tests 
Distributing materials 
Working in small and large groups 
Preparing materials 

Liaison with parents and other outside personnel 
Bus monitoring 

Supervising recreational activities in or outside 
class 

Classroom maintenance 
Supervising field trips 
Other 



Teacher rating of aides' effectiveness (figurej indicate number 
of teachers reporting data) 

Very Very 
Effective Effective 1 ffect^ve Ineffective 
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U Inseyvlce T>ratnings 

• Individuals reiponsible for training: I 
ConauUantfl 

Technical AisUtant Team (TAT) members 
Project director 
Reading apeclalUt 
Classroom teacher 
No indication 



X 



IndividuaU trained t 



Reading specialist/teacher 

Classroom teachers 

Other staff 

ParaprofesslonaU 

Parents 

No indication 



# Training areas^ 

Learning theory 

Student background and self 
concept 

Language development 

Motor and perceptual skills 

Right to Read Program 

Diagnostic/ prescriptive 
approach 



X 



X 



Instructional approach X 

Instructional materials 

Teaching techniques 

Classroom organization and 
management 

Evaluation X 

No indication 
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• TtAlnlng Method it 



Group or individual meetingii ««min&r0i workshops, 
conferences 

School visitations, demonstration teaching, classroom 
observations 

University courses 

Video taping, audio ovisuals, multi*medla 
No Indication 



X 



Unit Task Force Activities 
Planning Phase 

♦ Rating of helpfulness: Very Not No 

Helpful Helpful Helpful Indication 



UTF Members) 



Consultants 

Administrators 

Reading specialist 

Teachers 

Parents 

Others 

No indication 



Frequency of meetings: 



Very 



X 



X 



X 



No 



Fr^Quent 


Frequent 


Infreauent 


Indication 




X 
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it 



typds of Actlvttiest 



Meet with TAT« 

Develop propoial or work 
•tatement 

Needs aaseeement 

Develop diagnostic/prescriptive 
approach 

Identify objectives 
Gather data 
Complete PPP 



Develop materials 
Inservlce training 
Budget 

Informaticn dissemination 
Develop tests 
Evaluation 
No indication 



X 



Implementation Phase 



Rating of Helpfulness: 



Very Not No 

Helpful Helpful Helpful Indication 



X 



UTF members: 



Consultants 

Administrators 

Reading specialist 

Teachers 

Parents 

Others 

No indication 



X 



X 



Frequency of Meetings: 



Very 

Frequent Frequent 



No 

Infrequent Indication 
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t Types of Actlvltiesj 



Moot with TATs /consultants 

Oovolop criteria for student 
selection or placement 

Student diagnosis 

Identify tutors 

Inservice training 

Develop community Involvement 
acttvittes 



Status and reporting activities 

Record progress 

Serve on special committees 

Review program progress 

Information dissemination 

Evaluation 

No IndJcaUon 



Components of Diagnostic /Prescriptive Approach^ 



Individualized prescription 
Identification of student skill levels 
Teacher observation 
Contracts 

Individ Mali zed instruction 
Progress checklists 
Testing 

Re view case histories 
Staff conferences 
Student/teacher conferences 



X 



Supplementary materials 
Games I manlpulatlves 
Audio- Visual, Multimedia 
Commercially made programs 
Student grouping 
Special classes 
Skill sessions 
Field trips 

Reading /language center 
Reading speclallsti tutors 
Language experience approach 
Basal text instruction 
No indication 
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4. 



Progyam Lociitloni<(' 



aoadlng is taught as a separate subject 

Reading is taught Indirectly 
through other subject matter ^ 

Special assistance is provided outside the 
cla.8sroom (or students in special need oi 
reading help 

No indication 



Mean Number of 
Semeiter Hours; 
Reported per Cliiss 



190 



104 



45 



1: 



5. 



Student/Teacher Organlsattont 



Single teachoir*' -multi **aubJoct8 

Roading dpecialtst (responsible for more 
than one class) 

Teani teachers 

Students doing cross»age teaching 

Tutor«-speciallst 

Tutor-alde 

Other 

No indication 



Mean Number of 
Semester Hours 
Reported per Class 



346 



72 



25 



18 



18 



6. 



Student Organisation! 



Individualised reading instruction 
Small groups (5 or fewer students) 
Large groups (6 or more students) 
No indication 



Mean Number of 
Semester Hours 
Reported per Class 



^Information on items four through ten was obtained by asking teachers to report 
on each class they taught. Total number of classes for which data were reported: 



|;;; 
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Claasroom Language (AU Claeses Combined)* 



Standard Engllah 
Non'^Standard English 
Spanish 
French 

American Indian 
language or dialect 

Japanese 
No Indication 



Language o£ Instruction Native Language of Student 
{% of Time Language (% of Students Speaking 
Used) . . Language 



100% 



92% 



8. 



Reading Approach; 



Meaning emphasis 
Code emphasis 
Linguistics 
Modified alphabet 
Responsive environment 
Programmed learning 
Individualized reading 
Language experience 
Eclectic or teacher^ s own 
Other 

No indication 



Mean Number of 
Semester Hours 
Reported per Class 



8. 



12 



44 



77 
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Techniques Used for Reading Instruction! 



Machine -based programmed 
Instruction 

Other programmed instruction 
Gaming/simulation 

Instructional TV 
Interactive media 
Intensive Involvement 
Discussion groups 
Demonstration- performance 
Lecture 
Contracts 

Use of supplementary materials 
Other 

No indication 



Mean Number of 
Semester Hours 
Reported per Clasa 

25 

i. 

Q_ 

(l_ 



IliL 

1^ 

0- 

U- 

Q_ 
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Classroom Evaluation Procedurest 



Diagnostic reading tests are used with most or 
all students to determine Individual reading needs. 

The teacher has formulated or selected 
specific objectives for each student. 

The^teacher has formulated or selected 
specific objectives for the entire class. 

The teacher has developed or Identified an 
instrument for measuring attitudes toward reading. 

The teacher has developed or Identified an 
instrument for measuring attitudes toward 
reading for the entire class. 

Performance of students is measured in 
terms of objectives set for each individual. 

Performance of students is measured in 
terms of objectives set for the entire class. 

Visible records are kept of class performance. 

Records of each student's performance are kept 
with respect to each objective. 

Students are kept informed of their progress. 
Students are involved in self- evaluation. 
Parents are Informed of students* progress. 
No indication 



Number of 
Classrooms 
in Which 
Procedure 
Used 



4 



5 
5 

i- 

5 



Total Funding for 1972-73 school year: $30. 000 
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1» Project Objecttvea and Peggee o£ Accompliahment * 




STUDENT 
Student Attitude 


X 


X 










v 


A 








fifll/^Anf X^ASkAitMt A r*V\\ AXfAtvsAvx^- 


V 








A 




V 

A 








A 


TEACHER 
Teacher Competency 












Teacher Attitude 












Teacher Behavior 












PARENT /COMMUNITY 












Pa rent / C ommuni ty 
Involvement 


Parent Attitude 












PROGRAM 
Information Dissemination 












Individualization of 
Instruction 


X 


X 








Innovations 


X 


X 








Ihservice Training 












Additional Iv^te rials, 
Services or Personnel 


^- 











*Sites may have Indicated program suceeas under ^'Program Objectives 
and Degree of Accomplishment^^ or under »'MaJor Finding8'^ The 
reader should refer to both sections for a complete understanding of 
how successful the program was according to data in the self-devaluation; 



837 



2, Major Findings* 



Major Area 




STUDENT 
Reading Achievement 








Readina -Related SkilU 








Social Skills 








Attitude 








TEACHER 
Competency 








Anitude 








Teacher^'Student Relatione 








Teacher-Staff Relations 








PARENT/COMMUNITY 








Support 


Involvement 








PROGRAM 
Sucoeea of In service Traininir 








Pfo«ram riexibility 








Hetpfulhess of Technical Assistance 








Significant Changes in Reading ^ 
Approach 








Individualization of Instruction 








Valtje of Assistance from 
Aide s / V olunte er s 









SITE DID NOT CLEARLY STATE FINDINGS 



*Sltes may have Indicated program success under '^Major Findings'Vor 
under *^Program Objectives and Degree of Accomplishment^*, The 
reader should refer to both sections for a complete understanding of 

the program was according to data In the self -evaluation; 
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Pypgyam Recommendations 



Recommendations contained within the self-evaluation report a 
were categorized Into the areas listed below. An "X*^ Indicates that 
the site made a recommendation with regard to that particular area* 

More emphasis on reading-related skills 

^ Increased emphasis on Improving student achievement 

^^^^ Increased emphasis on improving student attitude 
More remedial help 
, Increased effort to involve parents/community 

^ Increased school-parent communications 

More staff training 

More emphasis on diagnostic -prescriptive approach 

More emphasis on individualization of Instruction 

Expand program within school/ school district 

More materials/equipment/personnel 

Increased emphasis on improving teacher competency 

Increased emphasis on Improving teacher attitude 

Irr.proved evaluation techniques 

. Re-definltlon of needs 
Improved communication with HfiW 

X Continued funding 

SITE DID NOT CL|:ARLY STATE RECOMMENDATIONS 



School} 5201 
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. INDIVIDUAL SITE ASSESSMENT 

Schooli 5201 

Grado.ss PreK-6 



School Characteristics 
1. Geographic Region 



A B C D E* F 

I I I I ixg 



estates in this region arej Colorado, Kansas, Iowa, Missouri 
Minnesota, Montana, Nebraska, North Dakota, South Dakota 
Utah, Wisconsin, Wyoming 

2. Urban-Rural Index 



Urban 


Suburban 


Rural 













3. Student Population (Total School) 
• Total Reported Enrollment 372 



Total Students in Each Grade Level 

Grade No. of Students Grade No. of Students 



K 


^9 


7 


1 


59 


8 


2 


43 


9 


3 


43 


10 


4 


^1 


11 


5 


48 


12 


6 


42 


Pre-K 



EMR , 

Student Ethnicity (Total School) 

American Indian 
Asian 
Black 

Mexican American 
Puerto Rican 
White 
Other 



22 



Percent 
1 



99 



B, Rijght to Read Student Chayacteristi cs 



I4 Amouht of Tirtie in Programj 1972-73 School Year 

2, Nuniber of Right to Read Students in Each Grade Level 
and Ethnic Breakdown 



Grade 


Total 
No. of 
Students 




American 
Indian 


Black 


Mexican 
American 


Asian 
Am o tic an 


Puerto 
Rican 


White 


Other 


K 


68 


1.4 




' • ■ ' . '- 


1.4 




97.2 




1 


59 


5.0 






1.6 




93.4 




2 


43 












100 




3 


43 


4.6 










95,4 




4 


41 












100' 




5 


48 












100 




6 


42 


2.3 










97,7 


7 


















6 


















9 
















j 


10 








1 . v 










11 


















12 




















22 












100 




EMR 


6 





















































t 

I 



C. 



(oop Vol, U, Yi A iox dolaUod ropoi'i) 



Qrtulo Lovpl 
(includos oiily lovol« 
iot wlilch data woro 
ro^)ortod) 

2 
3 
4 
5 
6 



Mc<an Gain per Month 



St. Dev. 



Ovorall Moan Gain for School 
(means adjusted for differing class si^os) 

Namo of Standardized 
Tost(s) Used 



1. 1 


0.7 


1.4 


2.2 


1.2 


1.2 


1. 0 ' 


1.0 


l.E 


1.4 



Gates MacGlnitle> ITBS 



Right to Road Teachor Characteristics 

6 Total Number Reported ^ ] 

Mean Rt^ nge 

d No. Years Teaching E>:porionco I . M. "^1 [ 4^37 

Male Female 

No. 

Percent 



Sex 



No 



Mexican Puerto 

Ethnicity Amrind Asian Black Amor Rican V/hito Other Indicatloia 

No, 



Pevcent 















...14 
















100 





BA or BS MA or MS 
Degree No. j 12 



r 



PhD Other No Iiidlcation 

r— 



I 



Human- Fine No Tndlf 

Area o£ Educ Soc Sci itles Arts Phys Sol Math Other, catlon i 

Degree No. { 13 . I I I I I I 

Read Reading Bilingual Multi No j 

Spec Tea cher Spec Subject Other Indication 
Job Title No, I J r^T I I 10 \ 2 I 



Inner City Urban Suburban Rural No Indication. / 
Residential No. I | 1 | " I 13 I , | 

Index 



***Total number of classes for Avhich achievement data woro reported} Q 



843 



# Tofichor AUHiicIo Toward Rifilu To Koad Feature's 

(JlguroB indicato number oftcrichor/i rcwpondlng) No Indica- 

Hon or Not 
'IjicJudod 



Effect! voncfjR 





Excolloit 


Good 


Adqc[uato 


Poor 


VGvy Poor 


in V^rofU'fim 


X <»rviiv jiiiwi.vv*' 

mont 


. I ... 


,4. 




2 




2 


Training 


6 


4 


• 3 






1 


Reading 
SpocinHst 


8 


2 








4 


Instructional 
Materials 


7 


5 


1 






1 



No; of 
Toachortij 



• Teacher Proforonce Regarding Continuing ^o 
Teach in Right To Road Program noxt yoar: 

Yes 

Yos, if changoc are made 
Questionable 
No 

No Response 

Id entification of Project Directo r 

I, 

District Uoading Reading Cl.n«8room No Title 

Supt< Principal Specialist Teach Toaclior Otjio r Ind icated 



X 



] 



E5« Effectiveneas of Right To Read Materlala 

• Program Planning Procedure 
(PPP) 



Very 
Usofvxl 


Useful 


Not 
Useful 


No 

Indication 


X 









(A document with charts guiding the school in such areas as 
parent involvement, identification and prioritising of student 
needs and objectives, identification of basic reading approaches, 
materialSiSnd program organizations. Also supplied information 
on redirection of existing resources to support the new program) 



Ways in which PPP was used in program: 

Structuring Identification of Identification Listing Ongoing No 

and Planning Student/Teacher Needs of Objectives Priorities Eval. Indication 



Very Not No 

Status and Reporting Center Uoeful Useful Useful Indication 

(SandRC) 



(A document with charts guiding the school in community Involve- 
ment during planning of activities > and liaison with surrounding 
schools and Right to Read, Washington, D* C) 

Ways in which S and RC was used: 

Program Student/Teacher Task Display Reference 

Planning Need^ Assessment Assignments Program Progress Source 



Forecast Information No 
Outcomes Dissemination Indication 
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F» Technical Assistant Utilization 

• Rating of Helpfulness: Very Not No 

Helpful Helpful Helpful Indication 



Technical Assistant Actlvitiest 



h Program planning 

Z. Program Implementation 

3. Interpret Right to Read 
planning materials 

4. Work on the Unit Task Force 

5» Develop Work Statement/ 
Proposal 

6. Develop or identify 
curriculum materials 

7. Needs assessment 

8. Diagnosis/prescription 
9# Identify objectives 

1 0. Staff development 



lit Identify alternate approaches 

12. Develop team teaching 

13« Observe classes 

14» Advise on parental 
Involvement 

15, Recommend consultants 

16, Budget planning 

17, Evaluation 

18« Liaison with Right to Read^ 
Washingtoni D«C« 

19* Plan for 1973*-74 program 

20, No Indication of activity 



X 



Q, Parent tnvolvement 



• Extent of 

Involvement 



.# Activities: 

h Unit Task Force 

2. Program planning 

3, Program implementation 
4* Develop materials 

5. Purchase/repair materials 

6* Aides, tutors, volunteers 

7. Advisory council 

8, Workshops, conferences 



High Medium Low No Indication 



9* Reading is Fundamental 

10, PTA, open housOf other 
traditional meetings 

1 1. Supplementary activities 
12i Community relations 

13* Information dissemination 

14. No indication 



X 



Teacher Aides 



' Percentage of Teachers Reporting Aides 

# Worked in classrootms 

# Were paid 

# Were: Parent 

Student teacher 

Con)niunity organization member 

High school student 

Other 

# Average number of hours aides worked 
per semester 

# Types of Activities Performed: 
Tutoring students 

Marking tests 

Distributing materials 

Working in small and large groups 

Preparing materials 

Liaison with parents and other outside personnel 
Bus monitoring 

Supervising recreational activities in or outside 
class 

Classroom maintenance 
Supervising field trips 
Other 



Teacher rating of aides* effectiveness (figureji' indicate number 
of teachers reporting data) 

Very ^ Very 
' effective Effective Ineffective Ineffective 



!• Pypgrftm CharacterlBtics 



1. Inservice Training ; 

• Individuals responsible for training: 
Consultants 

Technical Assistant Team (TAT) members 
Project director 
Reading specialist 
Classroom teacher 
No indication 



X 



Individuals trained: 



Reading specialist/teacher 

Classroom teachers 

Other staff 

Paraprofe s sionals 

Parents 

No indication 



• Training areas* 

Learning theory 

Student background and self 
concept 

Language development 

Motor and perceptual skills 

Right to Read Program 

Diagnostic/ prescriptive 
approach 



Instructional approach 

Instructional materials 

Teaching techniques 

Classroom organization and 
management 

Evaluation 

No indication 



A AO 



# Training Methods; 



Group or Individual maetlngai aemlnarsi workshopSi 
confa ranees 

School visitations » damonstratlon teaching, classroom 
observations 

University courses 

Video tapingf audic^visualsi multimedia 
No indication 



X 



Unit Task Force Activities 

Planning Phase 

e Rating of helpfulness: 



Very Not No 

Helpful Helpful Helpful Indication 



UTF Members: 



Consultants 

Administrators 

Reading specialist 

Teachers S 

Parents 

Others 

No indication 



X 



X 

2i 

X 



Frequency of meetings; 



Very 



No 



FreQuent 


Frequent 


Infrequent 


Indication 


1 


X 







% Types of Activities: 



Me^t with TATs 

Develop proposal or work 
statement 

Ne^ds assessment 

Develop diagnostic/prescriptive 
approach 

Identify obje ctlve s 
Gather data 
Complete PPP 



X 



Develop materials 
Inservlce training 
Budget 

Information dissemination 
Develop tests 
Evaluation 
No indication 



X 



Implementation Phase 

6 Rating of Helpfulness: 



Very 




Not 


No 


Helpful 


Helpful 


Helpful 


Indication 




X 


- 





# UTF members: 

Consultants 

Administrators 

Reading specialist 

Teachers 

Parents 

Others 

No indication 



X 
X 



Frequency of Meetings: 



Very 

Frequent Frequent 



Infrequent 



No 
Indication 
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# Types of Activities; 



Meet with TATs /consultants 




Status and reporting activities | 





Develop criteria for student 
selection or placement 

Student diagnosis 

Identify tutors 

Inservice training 

Develop community involvement 
activities 


X 


Record progress 

Serve on special committees 

Review program progress 

Information dissemination 

Evaluation 

No indication 


X 
X 

X 


3. Components of Diagnostic/Prescriptive Approach: 




Individualized prescription 




Supplementary materials 




Identification of student skill levels 




Qames^ manipulatives 


X 


Teacher observation 




Audio- Visual* Multimedia 




Cont racts 




Commercially made programs 


X 


Individualized instruction 




Student grouping 




Progress checklists 




Special cla33es 




Testing 




Skill Sessions 




Review case histories 




Field trips 




Staff conferences 




Reading/language center 


X 


Student /teacher conferences 




Reading specialisti tutors 
Language experience approach 
Basal text instruction 
No indication 
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4. 



Program Location:^* 



Reading is taught as a separate subject 

Reading is taught indirectly 
through other subject matter 

Special assistance is provided outside the 
classroom for students in special need o£ 
reading help 

Mo indication 



Mean Number of 
Semester Hours 
Reported per Class 



163 



290 



38 



6. 



Stu'^ant/Teacher Organization: 



Single teacher • -multi -subjects 

Reading specialist (responsible for more 
than one class) 

Team teachers 

Students doing cross-age teaching 

Tutor-specialist 

Tutor -aide 

Other 

No indication 



Mean Number of 
Semester Hours 
Reported per Class 



141 



34 



0 



0 



131 



6. 



Student Organization: 



Individualized reading instruction 
Small groups (5 or fewer students) 
Large groups (6 or more students) 
No indication 



Mean Number of 
Semester Hours 
Reported per Class 



69 



78 



44 



Information on items four through ten was obtained by asking teachers to report 

on each class they taught. Total number of classes for which data were reported: 14 
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?• Classroom Language (All Classes Combined)* 



Standard English 
Non-Standard English 
Spanish 
French 

American Indian 
language or dialect 

Japanese 
No indication 



Language of Instruction Native Language of Students 
(% of Time Language {% of Students Speaking 
Used) Language) 



100% 



100% 



8. 



Reading Approach: 



Meaning emphasis 
Code emphasis 
Linguistics 
Modified alphabet 
Responsive environment 
Programmed learning 
Individualized reading 
Language experience 
Eclectic or teacher's own 
Other 

No indication 



Mean Number of 
Semester Hours 
Reported per Class 



34 



41 



12 



15 



22 



30 



31 
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9. 



Techniques Utied for Reading Instruction: 



Machine- based programmed 
instruction 

Other programmed instruction 
Gaming/ simulation 

Instructional TV 
Interactive media 
Intensive involvement 
Discussion groups 
Demonstration- performance 
Lecture 
Contracts 

Use of supplementary materials 
Other 

No indication 



Mean Number of 
Semester Hours 
Reported per Class 



16 



1 
0 
1 
1 

29 
52 

7 

2 

IE. 
5 



ERIC 



855 



lOi Classroom Evaluation Proceduress 



Diagnostic reading tests are used with most or 
all students to determine individual reading needs. 

The teacher has formulated or selected 
specific objectives for each student. 

The teacher has formulated or selected 
specific objectives for the entire class. 

The teacher has developed or identified an 
instrument for measuring attitudes toward reading* 

The teacher has developed or identified an 
instrument for measuring attitudes toward 
reading for the entire class. 

Performance of students is measured in 
terms of objectives set for each individual. 

Performance of students is measured in 
terms of objectives set for the entire class. 

Visible records are kept of class performance* 

Records of each student^s performance are kept 
with respect to each objective. 

Students are kept informed of their progress. 
Students are involved in self-evaluation. 
Parents are informed of students^ progress. 
No indication 



Number of 
Classrooms 
in Which 
Procedure 
Used 

11 
11 



11 



13 



11 



12 



13 



13 



12 



13 



11. Total Funding for 1972-73 school yean $40> OOP 



ERIC 
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J. MAJOR FINDINGS AND RECOMMENDATIONS REPORTED IN 
¥>R6J£J(it stLF-bVAL0Atl6N 



I . Project Objectives and Degree of Accomplishment '•' 




STUDENT 
Student Attitude 


X 






X 




Student Behavior 












Student Reading Achievement 


X 








X 


Reading- Related Skills 


X 




X 






TEACHER 
Teacher Competency 












Teacher Attitude 












Teacher Behavior 


X 


X 








PARENT/COMMUNITY 

Parent /Community 
Involvement 












Parent Attitude 












PROGRAM 
Information Dissemination 












Individualization of 
Instruction 


X 










Innovations 












Inservice Training 












Additional Materials, 
Services or Personnel 













'J'Sites may have indicated progrsum success under "Program Objectives 
and Degree of Accomplishmeiit*' or under ''Major Findings*'* The 
reader should refer to both sections for a complete understanding of 
how successful the program was according to data in the self '•evaluation. 
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2. Major Findings* 



Major Area 




"N «5* 



j STUDENT 

Reading Achievement 






X 


Readinff - Related SkiUt 






X 


Social Skills 






X 


Attitude 


X 






TEACHER 
Competency 






X 


Attitude 






X 


Teacher -Student Relations 


X 






Teacher -Staff Relations 


X 






PARENT/ COMMUNIT Y 
Support 






, X 


Involvement 


X 






PROGRAM 
Success of Inservice Training? 


X 






Program Flexibility 






X 


Helpfulness of Technical Assistance 






X 


Significant Changes in Reading 
Approach 






X 


Individualization of Instruction 


X 






Value of Assistance from 
Aide 8 / V olunt e e r 8 






X 



SITE DID NOT CLEARLY STATE FINDINGS 



*Sites may have indicated program success under "Major Findings" or 
under "Program Objectives and Degree of Accomplishment". The 
reader should refer to both sections for a complete understanding of 
how successful the program was according to data in the self -evaluation. 



ERIC 



858 



3, Program Recommendations 



Recommendations contained within the self-evaluation reports 
were categorized into the areas listed below. An '♦X" indicates that 
the site made a recommendation with regard to that particular area, 

More emphasis on reading-related skills 

Increased emphasis on improving student achievement 

^ Increased emphasis on Improving student attitude 

More remedial help 

X Increased effort to involve parents/community 

^ Increased schooUparent communications 

X More staff training 

More emphasis on diagnostic-prescriptive approach 

More emphasis on individualization of instruction 

Expand program within school/ school district 

More materials/equipment/pereonnel 

Increased emphasis on improving teacher competency 

Increased emphasis on improving teacher attitude 
Improved evaluation techniques 

Re«definition of needs 

Improved communication with HEW 

Continued funding 

SITE DID NOT CLEARLY STATE RECOMMENDATIONS 
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School: 5301 



ERIC 



■ INDIVIDUAL SITE ASSESSMENT 



School: 5301 



Grades: 10-12 



School Characteristics 
1. Geographic Region 



A B C D E* F 

f-T-T-i-TxT-1 



*State8 in this region are: Colorado, Kansas, Iowa, Missouri, 
Minnesota, Montana, Nebraska, North Dakota, South Dakota, 
Utah, Wisconsin, Wyoming 

2. Urban- Rural Index 





Urban 


Suburban 


Rural 


X 


3. Student Po 


pulation (Total School) 




• Total Reported Enrollment 1324 

• Total Students in Each Grade Level 


Grade 
K 


No. of Students Grade 

7 


No. of Students 


1 




8 




2 




9 




3 




10 


486 


4 




11 


438 


5 




12 


382 


6 




Spec Ed 


18 



St udent Ethnicity (Total School) 

American Indian 

Asian 

Black 

Mexican American 
Puerto Rican 
White 
Other 



Percent 

0.5 

0.5 



15 



78 
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B/ Right to Re ad Student Characterlatics 



1. Amount oi Time In Pyogramt 1972-73 School Year 

2. Number of Right to Read Students in Each Grade Level 
and.lSthnlc Breakdown 



Qrado 


TOtu 

Not Of 
StUcMtlti 


Percent 


Ameirican 




Mexican 

ij o « ft V ci n 


Asian 

/uij 6 r ivcin 


Puerto 


TT nite 


Other 


K 


















1 


















2 
















'" ■ ''■ 


3 
















— — 


4 


















5 



















6 
















7 


















8 
















— 


9 


















10 


71 






15 






78 




11 


A I. 




6 


15 






78 




12 


34 




6 


15 






78 




Spec E 






6 


15 






78 



























































f ■ 
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3. 



H eading Gains for 1972-73 School Your*:' 
leeo Vol. )Tr V, X^ior "HctallcdToporFT 



Grade Level 

10-12 
(Site did not reix>rt 
student scores by 
grade level) 

Name of Standardized 
Tesl(s) Used 



M en u Ga in v Month 
1.4 

CAT 



St. Dev. 
3. 3 



Right to Read Teacher GharacteriBtlcs 
• Total Number Reported 



o 

o 



CO 

Mean 

Not Ycaro Teaching Experience L ^A^T] 

Male 

Sox No. 

Percent 



... Range 



C 



Female 

'^3 



Mexican Puerto No 
Ethnicity Am rin d Asian Black A mor Rican White Olhor Indicatio:^ 

No. "~~ ~ 



Percent 



Degree 

Area of 
Degree 

Job 
Title 

Residential 
Index 



No. 



No. [ 
No. 





























100 




( 


BA or 


BS MA or MS PhD Other 


No Ijidication 


2 




1 


. L 




1 „ 


- . 1 


Educ Soc Sci 


Human- Fine 
itios Arts 


No Indi 

PhysScl Math Other cation 






1 




I 






■ r ■■■■] 


Read 
Spec 


Reading Bilingual 
Teacher Spec 


Multi 
Subject 


No 

Other Indication 


1 1 


2 














Inner City Urban 


Suburban Rural No Tndication 


\" 


1 


1 


1 


? 









Total number of classes for which achievement data were reported; 10 



0 
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Teacher Attitude Tov/ard RiRht To Read Features 
(figures Indicate number of teachers reepondlug) No Indlci^.- 

tlon or Not 



EffectlvenosR 



Ii\c laded 





KxceDeni 


Cfood 


Ade<|uato 


Poov 


Vory Poor 


in Pro/?ram 


Parent Involve- 
ment 










1 


2 


In-service 
Training 


2 






1 






Reading 
Specialist 


3 












Inslructional 
Materials 


2 




1 









# Teacl^er Preference Regarding Continuing 
Teach in Right To Read Program next year: 

Yes* if changes at e^nade 

Questionable 

No 

No Response 
Identification of Proiect Director 



No: of 
Tcacher^^: 



District 
Supti 


Principal 


Reading 
Specialist 


Reading 
Teacher 


Classroom 
Teacher 


Other 


No Title 
Indicated 














X 
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^ ' EffecHvon o 8S of Ri^ ]}t To Rea d Materia 1 15 

o Program Planning Procedure 
(PPP) 



Very Not No 

Uijofxil Useftil Useful Indication 



(A docvnnonl with chart?? guiding the school in sucli areas a« 
parent Involvement, identificaHor- and prioritip^ing of sludonl 
needs and objectives* identification of basic reading approaches, 
mate iiaL<5, and program organisations. Also supplied information 
on redirection of existing rerources to support the new program) 



Ways in which PPP was used in program: 

Structuring Identification of Identification Listing Ongoing 

and Planning Student/Teacher Needs of ObjectiveG Priorities ICval, Indication 



it 


Stattis and Reporlinp, Center 


Very 
Useful 


Useful 


Not 
Useful 


No 

Indication 




(S and RC) 








X 



(A document with charts guiding the school in community involve 
ment during planning of activities, and liaison v/ith surrounding 
schools and Right to Read, Washington, D, C.) 

Ways in which S and RC was used: 

Program Student/Teacher Task Display Reference 

Planning Needs Assessment Assignments Program Progress Source 



X 


X 









Forecast Information No 
Outcomes Dissemination Indication 
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Tochnical AssiBtant Utilization 



• Ratin.ff 4 ^helpfulness: 


Very 




Not 


No 




Helpful 


Helpful 


Helpful 


Indication 




X 









Technical Aaeletant Activities: 



Program planning 

Program implementation 

Interpret Right to Read 
planning materials 

Work on the Unit Task Force 

Develop Work Statement/ 
Proposal 

Develop or identify 
currlcuhim materials 

Needs assessment 

Diagnosis /prescription 

Identify objectives 

Staff development 



X 



I I* Identify alternate approaches 
1 2» Develop team teaching 
13ft Observe classes 

14. Advise on parental 
involvement 

15, Recommend consultants 
16» Budget planning 

17. Evaluation 

18. Liaison with Right to Read, 
Wasfhington, D, C. 

19. Plan for 1973-74 program 

20. No indication of activity 



X 



V^i85ir:W-.::;';.:;,.T.y-;:, 



fliife 

*y::^:H;;:H^'l•:;■J:;7;f . . : 

nil 3/ 
iiill 4. 
IIHI 5. 

BR 



0« Parent Involvement 



# Extent of 

Involvement 



# Activities: 
Unit Task Force 
Program planning 
Program implementation 
Develop materials 
Purchase/repair materials 
Aides, tutors, voliuiteers 
Advisory council 
Workshops, conferences 



X 



High Medium Low No Indicalloiv 



9i fieadinfi Is Fundamental 

10. PTA, open housOi other 
traditional meetings 

Ut Supplementary activities 

12, Community relations 

13, Information dissemination 
H. No indication 



□ 



liillilt:.;.:: ■ 






PxjrcoiU'^go of Toaohi^rs Reporting Aido$ 

# Workod In clasarooms 

# Wore paid 

# Woro; Parent 

Student teacher 

Community organization member 

High school student 

Other 

# Average number of hours aides worked 
pex^ semester 

# Types of Activities Por/ormedt 
Tutoring students 

' Marking tests 
Distributing materials 
Working in small and large groups 
Preparing materials 

ison with parents and other outside personnel 
Bus monitoring 

Supervising recreational activities in or outsldo 

class ^ 

Claesirooro mainteMnce 
Supervising field trips 
Othor 



100<}? 



Toacher rating of aides > effectiveness (figurejs' indicat^ niimlieV 
of teachers repprtln^ data) ,; v^ 

Effective Effective Ineffoctlve Ineffective 
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It Program Characteristics 
Inservice Training ; 

♦ Individuals responsible for training! * 

Technical Assistant Team (TAT) members 
Project director 
Reading specialist 
Classroom teacher 
No indication 



Individuals trained: 



Reading specialist/teacher 
Classroom teachers 
^iOther staff 
Paraprofe ssionals 
Pa rents , ^ ' ,4^^^ 

No indication 



X 



ii Training areas* 

Learning theory 

Student background and self 
concept 

Language development 

Motor and perceptual skills 

Right to Read Program 

Diagnostic/ prescriptive 
approach 



Instructional approach 

Instructional materials 

Teaching techniques 

Classroom organization and 
management 

Evaluation 

No indication 




ItSiillli 



Training Methods: 



Group or Individual meetings, seminars, workshops, 
conferences 

School visitations, demonstration teaching, .classroom 
observations 

University courses 

Video taping, audio-visuals, multi-media 
No indication 



iii 



Unit Task Force Activities 

Planning Phase 

• Rating of helpfulnes$: 



Vety Not No 

Helpful Helpful Helpful Indication 



UtF Members: 



ii 



Consultants 

Adnilnlsttators 

Reading specialist 

Teachers 

Parents 

Others 

No Indication 



iiliiiiil-- 



Frequency of meetings: 



Very 



No 





Frequent 


Frequent 


Infrequent 


Indlcattlon 





















Typos or Activities! 



■' ■^ Meet with TATb' 

,^ DovoJop proposal or work 
slaiomont 

ff: Needs assessment 

Ocvolop diagnostic/prescriptive 
; ; approach 

Ljfldontif objectives 

^V ; Gather data 

J^^; Complete PPP 



Develop materialc 
Insorvice training 
Budget 

Information disficmination 
Develop tests 
Evaluation 
No indication 



X 



Implementation Phasf> 



Rating of Helpfulness: 



Vei-y Not No 

S slBL^J^HejjgM^^^Pf"^^ In dication 



UTF members: 



i^ciA:,: . V ■;■.Gon$.ultants^:■■^■■■■..^'•■V^■.-■ 

i8fta^^^^^^^^^^^^ , - . : ■'• -■- . ■:;:-:^>:-V- --^'^^^^ ■ .■;-/• 

^'^i^y'^-^ Reading specialist 

Teachera 

Others 



No indication x 



Frequency of Meetings: 

Very 



Typos of Activities: 



Moot with'TATs/consultants 

Dovolop ctltoi-ia for student 
#olcction or placement 

Student diagnosis 

Identify tutors 

Insorvlco training 

Pevolop community involvement 
acjWitios 



Status $ind reporting activities 
Record pro^jross 
Serve on special committees 
Review program progress 
information dissemination 
Evaluation 
No indication 



3. Components of Diagnostic/Prescriptive Approach; 



Individualized prescription 
Idontiflc ati on of student skill lo vel s 
Teacher observation 
Contracts 

Individualized Instruction 
Progress checklists 
Testing 

Review case histories - 

§taff con/ercnces 

i^tudent /teacher- conferences 



X 



X 



Supplementary materials 
Games, jmanipulatlves 
Audio- Visual, Multimedia 
CommerciiaUy made programs 
Student grouping 
Special classes 
Skill sessions 
Field trips 

Reading/language center 
Reading specialists tutors 
Language experience approach 
Basal text instruction 
No Indication 



Program Location:* 



Reading io taught as a separate subject 

Reading is taught indirectly 
through other subject matter 7; 

Special assistance is provided outside the 
classroom for students in special need of 
reading help 

No indication 



Moan Number of 
Semester Hours 
Reported per Class 



450 



30 



5, Studont/Teacher Organization: 



iil 



i&mwy 



Single teacher -*multl- subjects 

Reading speci^^llst (responsible for more 
than one cH ?s) 

Team teachers 

Students doing cross -age teaching ' 

Tutor-specialist 

Tutor -aide 

Other 

No indication 

6. StudenUO^ 

Individualized reading instruction 
Sniall groups (5 or fewer students) 
Large groups (6 6t more studefits) 
No indication 



Mean Number of 
Semester Hours 
Reported per CUss 



Ml 



' ' ■ ^ ■ illililil 



Mean Number of ' 
Senfteeteir Hourd 
Hepoi'ted per Class 



250 



107 



.ill 




Un?(uage or dialect 
Japanese 

No indication 

8, Reading Approach: 



Meaning emphasis 
Code emphasis 
Linguistics 
Modified alphabet 
Responsive environment 
Programmed learning 
Individualized reading 
Language experience 
Eclectic or teAcherU own 
Other 



- Used for Reading Instruction: 



iitii 



Mean Number of 
Semester Hours 



Macnine'- nasen programmed 


28 




Oth<5t. programmed Instruction 






Gaming / 6 i mulat Ion 






Instructional TV 


12 




V 4l»^teractlve media 


3 




intensive Involvement 






Discussion groups 






Demonstration- performance 


50 




Lecture 


67 






183 




Use of supplementary materials 


33 




Other 


60 




No indication 







iililiP-lSil 




10. Classroom Evaluation Procedure^; 



Diagnostic reading tests are used with most or 
all students to determine individual reading needs. 

The teacher has formulated or selected 
specific objectives for each student. 

The teacher has formulated or selected 
specific objectives for the entire class. 

The teacher has developed or identified an 
instrument fox* measuring attitudes toward reading, 

The teacher has developed ot identified an 
instrument for measuring attitudes toward 
reading for the entire class. 

_ J 

Performance of students is measured in 
terms of objectives set for each Individual, 

Performance of students is measured in • 
terms of objectives set for the ehtire class. 

Visible records are kept of class performance* 

Records of each student's performance are 
with respect to each objective. 

Students are kept informed of their progress. 
Students are Involyed In self* evaluation. 
Parents are informed of studehtsV progress. 
No indication 



Number of 
Classrooms 
In Which 
Procedure 
Used 



*3 



IK 



total Funding for 1972^7^ school yeart ^ ^40^0 00 



!• Project Objectives and Degree of Accomplishmen t''' 




iSiiiii 



STUDENT 












Student Attitude 




X 








Student Behavior 












Student Readlni? Achievement 


X 


X 








Headinj;. Related Skills 


X 


X 








TEACHER 












Teacher Coinpetency 






X 






Teacher Attitude 












Teacher Behavior 


X 




X 






PARENT/COMMUNITY 












Pa rent /Community 
Involvement 


X 






X 




Parent Attitude 












PROGRAM 












Information Dissdmlnatlon 












t Individualization of 
Instruction 












Innovations 












InserVice Training 












Services or Personnel 














eom|)l6t6 unaferstandifig 
iftt iprogram was According to dstta In the'ffllf-lbvkltiaf ion. 




STUDENT 

^^K^adirtg Achievement 



X 



Reading 'Related Skills 



Social Skills 



Attitude 



TEACHER 
Competency 



Attitude 



Teachey "Student f^elationa 
Teacher "Stafi RelWona 



X 



PARENT/ COMMUNITY 
Suppot;t 



Involvement 



PROGRAM . ^ . : / 
Succeae of Ins ey vice Training 



^Program Flexibility 



ess of Technical Assistance 



SlgnlflcSht Changes in Reading 
..Approach 



f^^ of Instruction 



X 



3» Program Recommendations 

« 

Recommendations contained within the self-evaluation reports 
were categorized into the areas listed below. An "X" indicates that 
the site made a recommendation with regard to that particular area. 

More emphasis on reading-related skills 

Increased emphaais on improving student achievement 

X Increased emphasis on improving student attitude 

More remedial help 
X Increased effort to involve parents/community 
. Increased school-parent communicativMiS 
X More staff training 

^ More emphasis on diagnostic-prescriptive approach 

X More emphasis on individualization of instruction 

Expand program within school/school district 
More materials/equiFanent/ personnel 

X Increased emphasis on improving teacher competency 

Increased emphasis on improving teacher attitude 
^ Improved evaluation techniques 

^ Re -definition of needs 

: Improved communication with HEW 
Continued funding 

SITE DID NOT CLEARLY STATE RECOMMENDATIONS 



4 



S79 



